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ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE. 


INCORPORATED a.p. 1720. 


GOVERNOR: SiR NEVILE LUBBOCK, K.C.M.G. 


FIRE, LIFE, SEA, ACCIDENTS, BURGLARY, ANNUITIES, 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY 
(Inctuding ACCIDENTS to DOMESTIC SERVANTS). 
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EXECUTOR OF WILLS. 
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Apply for Full Prospectus to the Secretary. 
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FIRE 


ENTAILS LOSS OF PROFITS. 
INSURE AGAINST IT BY THE 
GUARANTEE PROFITS POLICY.” 


“LAW 
For Prospectus and Rates, apply : 


LAW GUARANTEE 


TRUST & ACCIDENT SOCIETY, LIMITED. 
Heap Orrice: 49, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 
CAPITAL FULLY SUGSCRIBED - - £2,250,000, 


IMPERIAL ACCIDENT 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED. 
Established 1878. Capital £100,000. 


Head Offices: 17, PALL MALL EAST, LONDON, S.W. 


LOWEST RATES.—Motor Car and Carriage Accidents. 
Driving Accidents. Personal Accidents. Workmen's Compensation. Burglary and 
Plate Glass Insurance. Domestic Servants’ Accidents. Horse and Cattle Insurance. 
Hunters Insured—Death or Disablement. 
CLAIMS PAID - £400,000. 
Prospectuses, Proposal Forms, and all information post free. 
AGENTS WANTED. B. 8. ESSEX, Manager. 
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PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
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The Birmingham Meeting. 

THIS MEETING, the second day’s proceedings of which we 
report elsewhere, must be considered one of the most successful 
provincial gatherings which the Law Society bas ever held. 
There was a-very large attendance ; the papers were interesting 
and valuable, and the discussions were practical, terse, and to 
the point—there was a minimum of waste talk. We think that 
the fact of each day’s papers being got through in the stipulated 
time constitutes a record, Everyone who was present has a 
grateful sense of the hospitality of the Birmingham Law 
Society. 


The Michaelmas Cause Lists. 

THE APPEAL list has increased from 120 at the commencement 
of the last sittings to 212 at the present sittings. There were 
348 a year ago. The Chancery Cause List contains 408 causes 
and matters for hearing, as against 306 at the commencement 
of the last sittings and 423 ayear ago. The total of the King’s 
Bench Lists amounts to no less than 985 causes, There were 
only 891 a year ago, and 656 at the commencement of the last 
sittings. The effect of the Criminal Appeal Court on the work 
of the division is apparently beginning to be felt. The Pro- 
bate, &c., Division has 473 causes, as against 363 at the com- 
mencement of the last sittings. 


The Land Transfer Commission. 

ONE REASON for the large attendance at the Birmingham 
meeting was no doubt the present crisis with regard to land 
transfer. The constitution and limited scope of inquiry of the 
Royal Commission elicited strong expressions of disapproval, and 
the resolutions which were unanimously passed—deploring the 
inadequate representation of solicitors on the Commission ; 
suggesting the issue of a second warrant increasing the number 
of the commissioners and placing on the Commission a sufficient 
number of solicitors—provincial as well as London—experienced 
in conveyancing ; asking for an enlargement of the terms of 
reference, so as to enable the Commission to inquire whether the 
experiment of compulsory registration of title should be con- 
tinued, and that the evidence on the inquiry should be taken 
in public—were excellently framed. urely the fact that 
out of twelve commissioners only one is a solicitor, and that he 
is actually a member of the body entrusted with the making of 
rules for the Land Registry, is outrageously unfair. How can the 
Land Registry witnesses be properly cross-examined 1 The Lord 
Chancellor has earned a reputation for straightforward fairness, 
and we can hardly believe that he will fail to give effect, to syme 
extent, to the suggestions contained in the resolutions. It may, 
perhaps, be thought that a deputation to him from the Law 
Society and the Associated Provincial Law Societies might be 
more effectual than merely sending him copies of the resolu- 
tions. The question of the rules recently issued revolutionizing 





the pract‘ce in the Land Registry was not touched on in the 
above-mentioned resolutions. As we announced la:t week, 
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their coming into operation has been postponed until November 
1st. Is not some effort to be made to secure a further postpone- 
ment until the Commission has reported ? 


Compulsory Membership of the Law Society. 


ONE OF the most important questions raised at the Birmingham 
meeting of the Law Society was that of the compulsory member- 
ship of the society, and thevarious points in favour of the adoption 
of this principle were very ably put by Mr. JoHN INDER- 
MAUR in his paper on “Solicitors and the Protection of Clients 
and Compulsory Membership of the Law Society ” (ante, p. 799). 
After referring to the rejection by the society of the proposals 
for the professional auditing of solicitors’ accounts, he argued that 
the matter could not be allowed to rest there, or there would be 
outside interference which might be both disadvantageous and 
unjust to solicitors. His proposal is that every solicitor sball be 
bound to become a member of the society, with a view to the 
society exercising greater powers of discipline. The subscription 
would be provided by each solicitor on taking out his annual 
certificate paying a small additional sum to the society, and the 
society would have to be invested with statutory power to regu- 
late the conduct of a solicitor’s business, In addition, Mr. 
INDERMAUR proposed that clients should have the right 
to require the Council to investigate complaints as to 
dealings by solicitors with moneys of the clients in their 
hands. Apparently the Council would have power of expulsion. 
Mr. INDERMAUR moved a resolution recommending the scheme 
for the consideration of the.Council, and after discussion this 
was unanimously adopted. But the discussion revealed some of 
the practical difficulties of the proposal, and we cannot profess to 
feel much confidence that it will be realized. Expulsion from 
the society must, of course, involve the loss of the certificate, 
and it is not easy to see how the disciplinary powers would be 
more effective than those which are already exercised, with much 
care and discretion, by the Council. Moreover, it is not clear 
what sort of rules could be made as to management of business 
except as to accounts, and the proper keeping of accounts does 
not seem to be necessarily associated with membership of the 
society. We agree that all solicitors should be members, but 
we are not sure that Mr. INDERMAUR has pointed out a practical 
mode of making them so. 


Sale of Land Charged with Debts and Legacies. 


WHERE LAND is charged by the will of a testator with debts 
and legacies and is devised beneficially in fee, the question 
whether the devisee can make a good title to a purchaser or 
mortgagee is attended with some difficulty, and the recent 
decision of SwinFEN Eapy, J., in Re Henson (1908, 2 Ch. 356) 
usefully states the rule in the case where the devisee is aleo an 
executor. A distinction has to be made, in the first instance, 
according as the land is charged only with legacies or specified 
debts, or is charged with legacies and debts generally. In 
the former case the executor-devisee is not entitled to 
_ @ receipt as against the persons entitled to the 
egacies or to the specific debts charged on the land, and 
upon a sale or mortgage by bim their concurrence must be 
obtained: Fe Rebleck (42 W. R. 473). But where there is a 
general charge of debts, or of legacies and debts, the rule is 
different ; the purchaser is not bound to see to the application of 
the purchase-money, and he is safe if he takes a conveyance from 
the executor-devisee. The vendor can convey the legal estate as 
devisee, and in his capacity of executor he is entitled to receive 
the purchase-money for the purpose of applying it in the ad- 
ministration of the estate. It may be the same where he is 
devisee only : see Colyer v. Finch (5 H. L. C., p. 923), Corser v. 
Cartwright (L. R.7 H. L. 731); but it is clearly so where he 
unites the characters of executor and beneficial devisee. 
And it is immaterial that at the time of the sale or 
mortgage there are in fact no debts unpaid: Forbes v. Pacock 
(1 Ph. 717) ; Stroughill v. Anstey (1 D. M. & G. 635). The power 
of the devisee depends on the intention of the testator as 
indicated by the general charge of debts. He is authorized to 
give a receipt generally for the purchase-money, and this 
authority does not cease when debts are paid, provided that there 





remain other purposes for which he may require to receive 
the money. The courts have had considerable difficulty in 
establishing rules under which land devised in such a manner 
can be sold, and the difficulties of the case bave not. yet 
been altogether removed. Where the land charged with 
debts or legacies has been devised to trustees, or has not 
been devised beneficially in fee or in tail, then the trustees 
in the one case, and the executors in the other, can sell under 
sections 14 and 16 of Lord St, Leonards’ Act (22 & 23 Vict. c. 
35). But that Act does not apply where there is a beneficial 
devisee in fee or in tail (section 18), and in such a case it is neces- 
sary to rely on such power of sale or mortgage as the devisee may 
have ; that is, a title from him alone can be accepted if he is 
also executor, and if the land is charged generally with debts, 
or with debts and legacies, In Re Henson, accordingly, the 
title of a mortgagee from the executor-devisee prevailed over 
that of the legatees. 


The Law Society’s Examinations. 


Two OF the papers read at the Law Society’s meeting at 
Birmingham last week dealt with educational questions, and they 
were followed by the passing of a resolution affecting the examina- 
tions held by the society. At present, side by side with the 
Preliminary, the Intermediate, and the Final Examinations, the 
Law Society conducts certain other examinations for student- 
ships, three of which, each of the annual value of £50, are 
available only for candidates who are under nineteen years of 
age and who have not yet been articled. These are awarded 
subject to the conditions that the holder enters into articles of 
clerkship with a solicitor approved by the Council and pursues 
a course of legal studies also approved by the Council. The 
examination includes some subjects covered, and others not 
covered, by the Preliminary Law Examination, but the standard 
is, of course, higher. The President of the Bristol Law 
Society, Mr. H. C. TRAPNELL, urged that the utility of these 
examinations could be materially extended if candidates were 
offered not only a chance of securing a studentship—a chance 
open only to a few—but also some tangible advantage in the 
event of their obtaining marks qualifying for a pass certificate. 
The standard of attainment required in order to ubtain such a 
certificate should be equivalent, at least, to that required in 
order to pass, say, in the first division of the London Matri- 
culation Examination. Candidates so passing are, as is well 
known, entitled to a year’s exemption. Mr. TRAPNELL accord- 
ingly proposed a resolution commending to the consideration of 
the Council the inclusion of this Studentship Examination as an 
optional division of the Preliminary Law Examination, the pass- 
ing in which should entitle a candidate to a period of exemption 
under his articles. It is apparent that if this course were 
adopted a larger number of students would be attracted to the 
examination, with the consequence that its benefits would be more 
widely extended ; there would also be an accretion of fees towards 
meeting the annual expense of the Studentship Examinations. 
The resolution was seconded by Mr. PENNINGTON, and was 
unanimously passed. Legislation will be required to give 
effect to it. The terms of the resolution very properly left 
open the exact scope of the new division of the Preliminary. 
It might well include subjects having some relation to the candi- 
date’s future profession. The Studentship Examination does 
include one such subject which at present is not included in the 
Preliminary—that of English Constitutional History. An 
elementary work on Logic could be usefully added. The educa- 
tional requirements of thirty years ago are not quite adequate 
for the needs of to-day, and it is to be hoped that the optional 
division would gradually come to be regarded as indicative of the 
minimum test that should be applied to all candidates. The 
alteration now contemplated is to be commended as tending to 
promote economy in administration and efficiency in education. 
Much has been done of late to improve the legal education of 
students during articles ; little has been attempted by way of 
improving the type of student. If more attention were given 
to the conditions regulating admission to the profession it is 
probable we should hear less than we do as to the necessity of 
maintaining its high character. 
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The Law’s Delays. 

THE NEW rules with reference to judges’ summonses in the 
King’s Bench Division (R. S. C. ord. 54, rr. 30 to 41) come into 
operation on the 12th inst., and their effect gs the progress 
and trial of actions will be watched with much interest, The 
particular defects which these rules and the new arrangement of 
judicial work are intended to remedy are: (1) The want of an 
xuthoritative control over a case in its initial stages, and (2) 
delay in trial and uncertainty when the trial will take place. In 
reference to the question of delay, a daily newspaper, in a com- 
munication on the effect of the new rules, gives publicity to a 
very highly-coloured representation of the delay which has 
hitverto been possible. After describing the various interlocu- 
tory applications which may be made, the writer says 
that, after a year of this sort of procedure, the case 
is set down at the bottom of a list of several hundred cases. 
And it is represented that this delay is due, first to the 
master, who fails to give the proper directions when the 
summons for directions first comes before him, and then to 
the solicitors—the solicitor for the defendant being able, unless 
he is exceptionally dull, to prevent the progress of the case, 
while the solicitor for the plaintiff is powerless to prevent him. 
As we have just stated, there are defects in the administration of 
justice, and these the new rules are intended to remedy. But 
it requires a very slight acquaintance with actual practice to 
realize that the statements which our contemporary has admitted 
to its columns are very wide of the mark. Masters are not 
so remiss as isrepresented in the performance of their functions 
under order 30, nor has the defendant's solicitor an unlimited power 
to delay the action by frivolous applications. The times for 
delivering pleadings are fixed so as to bring matters to a speedy 
issue, and then the plaintiff is in a position to enter the case for 
trial. There may be delay in the case being reached, but this 
has nothing to do with the master or the solicitors, and, when 
the case is reached, any interlocutory matters not then disposed 
of must be of a very serious nature to procure a postponement of 
the trial. Dilatory tactics on the defendant’s part may do some- 
thing, but not a great deal, to secure delay, and when an action 
is not ready to come on in the ordinary course, this is usually 
due to some special difficulty—either in the nature of the issues 
to be tried or in the procuring of evidence—which cannot be 
avoided. No one will deny that there is room for the improve- 
ment which the new rules are intended to effect. But at the 
same time it is absurd to represent the High Court as being 
governed at the present time by the spirit of Jarndyce v. 
Jarndyce. 


Federation and Unification. 


THE MOVEMENT in South Africa towards what is happily 
ealled “closer union” is progressing rapidly. The advantage of 
the neutral phrase ‘‘ closer union ” is that a too early differenti- 
ation into the open and professed advocacy of either federation or 
unification has been to a great extent prevented. It seems to be 
agreed on all hands in South Africa that some form of united 
government is essential, and the plan of unification appears to find 
more favour generally than the plan of federation. The disad- 
vantages of a purely federal union are beginning to be felt in 
Australia, and the hands of those who uphold unification as the 
better system for South Africa should be greatly strengthened by 
an extremely able letter from the Australian correspondent of the 
Times, which appeared in the issue of the 3rd of October. The 
letter opens with the remark that the Commonwealth might 
be thought to have on hand enough problems to occupy its 
statesmen for many coming years; “our politicians should 
have need of a rest cure before they set to work on a 
bigger one than any yet mentioned. But a bigger one 
has already made ite appearance, and may have to be fought 
out at an earlier date than people now think.” This bigger 
preblem is the question of unifying Australia, and dividing the 
country into smaller areas for local purposes than the present 
States, thus obliterating the existing State boundaries ; this is, 
in effect, substituting a scheme of unification in place of the 
federation created in 1901, and about twenty “ provinces” with 
purely local powers in plece of six “States” jealous of some of 


their sovereign rights having been handed over to the Common- 
wealth. The constitution would have to be formally “ amended,” 
of course. But would such a drastic change be correctly de- 
scribed as an “amendment” of the constitution? The changes 
made in the existing constitution would be so considerable as to 
require a subsequent “consolidation ” in order to have a reason- 
ably intelligible document as the result. 


The Royal Courts of Jersey and Guernsey. 


SOME ATTENTION has been recently attracted to the Royal 
Courts of Jersey and Guernsey by an account of the election of 
a new “jurat” in Guernsey being published in the daily press : 
see the J'imes, the 3rd of October. A “jurat” is a member of 
tbe Royal Court, the full title of the jurats being jurds justiciers, 
or sworn justiciars. One peculiarity of the office of jurat is that 
they, although judges of the courts from whom an appeal lies 
to the Privy Council, are elected by the inhabitants of their island. 
A good many people are under the impression that you have to 
go outside the British Empire—to the United States, for instance 
—in order to find an elected judge. Another peculiarity is the 
form of oath taken by the jurat on his being sworn in. The 
Reformation took deep root in the Channel Islands, and perhaps 
this accounts for the fact that this oath is one that cannot be 
taken bya Roman Catholic. Part of the oath is (translated into 
English, but being actually taken in French): “. . . you will 
recognize bis Majesty as Supreme Governor under God in all 
his kingdoms, provinces and dominions, renouncing all foreign 
and strange superiorities . . .”: see Le Cras, Laws and Customs 
of Jersey (1839), p. 238. Apparently a jurat need not be a pro- 
fessional lawyer, and in tbis respect an analogy is to be found in 
the Manx deemsters. The Channel Island jurats, at any rate, 
receive no remuneration, their office being, like that of the 
English justice of the peace, purely honorary. 


The Legal Profession in the United States. 


THE BARRISTERS and solicitors of England, who view with 
anxiety the increasing bulk of the Law List, are not less 
fortunate than their brethren beyond the Atlantic. It is stated 
in one of the principal journals of New York that no calling in 
America is so overcrowded as that of the legal profession. No 
fewer than fifteen thousand students annually receive instruction 
in the ninety-eight law schools of the United States. The 
State of New York is possessed of nine thousand ad- 
vocates, of whom four thousand only have offices of their 
own. The remainder barely obtain a livelihood by advocacy in 
the police or inferior courte or act as clerks to their more 
prosperous colleagues. The American Bar Association has come 
to the conclusion that unhealthy conditions have arisen as the 
result of the keen competition which prevails in the legal 
profession, and they have accordingly } sa up a code of 
etiquette which it is hoped may be generally adopted. This 
code contains thirty-two paragraphs, and deals, among other 
matters, with the practice of approaching the judges with 
unbecoming attentions or hospitality and with similar efforts to 
propitiate juries. The association also draw attention to the 
prevalence of agreements savouring of champerty, particularly in 
compensation cases, and also to the unseemly discussion of 
important criminal charges in the newspapers before they are 
disposed of by the courts. 


Mistake in Delivering Verdict. 


IN A RECENT case tried before the court of sssize of the 
Department of the Seine, in which the question left to the jury 
was whether the prisoner was or was not guilty of the crime of 
which he was accused, the foreman of the jury rose and read out 
the verdict according to the prescribed form, “ Upon my honour 
and conscience, and before God and mankind, the declaration of 
a majority of the jury is No.” These words filled the jury with 
surprise, and the foreman, recognizing the mistake which he had 
made, hastily substituted the word “ Yes.” The advocate of the 
prisoner immediately prayed that the first declaration might be 
recorded. The court acceded to this application, but added to 
their judgment a statement that in the paper drawn up by the 
jury the word “ Yes,” and not “ No,” was plainly written. The 





question was reserved as to whether the Japsus lingue of 
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the foreman was a ground for quashing their verdict. The 

int would, we imagine, be in this country free from difficulty. 
ft is laid down in Co. Litt. 227), that after the verdict recorded, 
the jury cannot vary from it, but before it be recorded they may 
vary from the first offer of their verdict, and that verdict which is 
recorded shall stand,” Mistakes in the delivery of verdicts have 
been by no means unusual in the English courts, and where such a 
mistake is promptly corrected, any objection to the amendment 
would be considered as in the highest degree unjust and technical. 
In civil cases the refusal to allow such an amendment would prob- 
ably result in a new trial, and although the criminal law of England 
does not allow a new trial, there is little chance of a prisoner 
escaping by the accident that the foreman of a jury said “ Not 
guilty” when he meant to say ‘“ Guilty.” 


A Trial for Murder in Italy. 


THE TRIAL of FiLirro CIFARIELLO, which is now proceeding 
before the assize court of Campobasso, is a curious example of the 
dilatory procedure of the Italian courts. CIFARIELLO, a sculptor, 
is charged with the murder of his wife more than three years 
ago in a pension at Posilippo. The delay is in part due to the fact 
that the case was first heard before the assize court at Naples, 
and so much feeling was roused in that city over the merits of the 
case that the Court of Cassation made an order directing that 
the indictment should be retried in a place where the jury were 
not £0 likely to have formed an opinion without hearing the 
evidence. The case is proceeding with the deliberation which is 
usual in the Italian courts. A minute investigation of every 
detail in the married life of the prisoner is apparently regarded as 
indispensable to guide the jury in giving their verdict, and the 
Italian maxim “Patience, always patience” is duly regarded. 
In a similar trial some years ago the hearing occupied about 
twelve months. As, however, the persons charged in that case 
were of higher social position than the prisoner CIFARIELLO it is 
possible that the charge against him may be more speedily 
determined. 


A Judicial Celebration. 


AT THE annual dinner—in University parlance the ‘“ Gaudy” 
—of Exeter College, Oxford, on Tuesday last, the gusts of the 
evening were Mr. Justice PickrorD and Mr. Jusuice EVE; the 
majority of the other guests being mainly past and present 
members of the college connected with the legal profession. 
Without going very far back in legal history—although the col- 
lege claims Sir JOHN FortescuE and Sir GEoRGE TREEBY among 
the legal celebrities of the past—we may mention that the late 
Lord CoLeripGe, Sir JoHN CoLeripGe (his father), Lord 
Justice CuiTTy and Mr, Justice KEKEWICH were all Exeter 
College men, but their connection with the college was as 
Fellows : they were not, as Mr. Justice PickForD and Mr, Justice 
EvE are, what the Rector of the College designsted “ home 
grown products,” i.¢., they did not, like the two latter, receive 
their University education. within the walls of the college. 
Although Exeter College is far from having a monopoly of the 
bench, Mr. Justice PICKFORD mentioned on Tuesday night that 
when he was Recorder of Liverpool all the chief legal posts in 
that city (except the county court judgeship) were filled by 
Exeter College men. 


Freehold versus Leasehold. 


ENGLAND may be said to be the home of leasehold land tenure. 
The preference for leasehold is illustrated by the provisions of 
the recent Small Holdings and Allotments Act, 1907 (now 
repealed by the consolidating Act of 1908). In all the oversea 
dominions, apparently, freehold is preferred. What was known 
in New Zealand as the “ eternal lease ”—a lease in perpetuity— 
has been found unpopular, and ordinary freehold ownership has 
for the most part taken its place. Now an agitation is going on 
with respect to the relative merits of freehold and Jeasehold in the 
African protectorates. It is said that the rubber and cottcn 
lands of East Africa will not be properly developed under a 
system of leases, but that settlers, who are often pioneers in open- 
ing up new country, desire to have the opportunity of acquiring 
the freehold of their land. 


Indemnity Against Breach of Trust. 


IT does not seem to be the proper function of the writer of a 
text book to travel beyond the limit of decided cases and, with- 
out adducing any judicial authority, to attack transactions of 

| frequent occurrence and which for generations have been regarded 

| as within the protection of the law, Yet, with all deference to 
| the learning and forty years’ experience of the late Mr. LEWIN, 
| we are bound to say that, as far as we can judge from a some- 

what exhaustive examination of digests and reported cases, this 

'is what he has done, in his standard work on the Law of 

| Trusts, with regard to the matter mentioned at the head of this 
article. In that book (11th ed., at p. 403) we find it laid down 
that “in cases where there exists a mere shadow of doubt as to 
the rights of the parties interested, and it is highly improbable 
that any adverse claim will, in fact, be ever advanced, the protec- 
tion of the trustee may be provided for by a substantial bond of 
indemnity. In general, however, a bond of indemnity is a very 
unsatisfactory safeguard, for when the danger arises, the obligors 
are often found insolvent, or their assets have been distributed.” 

So far no exception can be taken to the statement. But the 
learned author goes on to say, “ Andif the bond be to indemnify 
against a breach of trust, the court is not disposed to shew 
mercy towards a trustee who admits himself to have wilfully 
erred by having endeavoured to arm himself against the conse- 
quences.” He cites no authority for the last proposition, but we 
have traced it back to a passage in an introductory note in 
Davidson’s Precedents (vol. 5, part 2, 2nd ed. at p. 670), 
where its meaning is explained as being, that the act of a 
trustee in taking an indemnity against a breach of trust wil] be 
evidence, in an action for lveach of trust, that “he was conscious 
that his act was not in conformity with his duty.” There is no 
suggestion that the indemnity will be void. 

Further onin Mr. LEWIN’s book (p. 812) it is stated that “ upon 
principle it would seem that a bond of indemnity [against breaches 
of trust] given to the retiring trustee would be a very doubtful 
security against the consequences of the act, for the bond itself, if 
found to be infected with fraud, could afford no just ground for 
action.” Mr. LEWIN cites for this proposition Shep. Touch. 132, 
371. The first-mentioned passage of Sheppard relates to illegal 
conditions annexed to estates in land, and need not be quoted. 
The secondly mentioned passage relates to the condition of an 
obligation, and states that “ when the thing enjoined or restrained 
to be or not to be done by the condition is such a thing in its 
own nature as that the commission or omission thereof is malum 
in se, then not only the condition, but the whole obligation also, 
is void ab initio; and, therefore, if one be bound in an obligation 
with condition . . . that heshall save the obligee harmless against 
an unlawful deed . . . this condition is void and so makes the 
obligation and the wholedeed void.” Withregard to this passage, it 
is somewhat surprising that Mr. LEWIN did not observe that in 
Warwick v. Richardson (cited by him and which we subsequently 
discuss) it was held by the Court of Exchequer that there was 
nothing “necessarily illegal or wrong ” in the conduct of a trustee 
who takes an indemnity against a breach of trust. Perhaps, 
however, the reference in the passage in Lewin to the indemnity 
“being found to be infected with fraud” was intended to 
steer clear of the judgment of the Court of Exchequer. 
No one doubtr, we should suppose, that an indemnity ‘found 
to be infected with fraud” would not afford just ground for 
action. The question is whether an indemnity given in good 
faith toa trustee against a past or contemplated breach of trust 


(is void as being “infected with fraud.” Is there any decision 


to the effect that such an indemnity is invalid ? 

The question seems to have arisen in 1842 in a case of Warwick 
v. Richurdson (10 M. & W. 284). In that case one trustee of a 
will, R., with the consent of the other trustee, D., instead of 
investing a trust fund of £10,000 in accordance with the 
provisions of the will, retained and employed it in his own trade, 
giving his co-trustee D. a bond, conditioned to keep him indem- 
nified against all actions, &c., on account of the trust fund cr its 
retention by R. The sum was never accounted for by R. up to 
his death. In a suit of Cooper v. Richardson in Chancery 
; by two of the beneficiaries, a decree was made whereby it was 
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declared that R. and D. were jointly and severally liable to pay 
the £10,000. D.’s executor thereupon claimed to recover that 
sum, with interest, from the personal estate of R. under the bond. 
R.’s executor contended that the bond was void inlaw. The 
Master of the Rolls sent a case for the opinion of the Court of 
Exchequer. Upon the hearing by that court, counsel for the 
defendant contended that the bond was given expressly that 
D. might not perform the duty imposed on him by the will, 
and was, therefore, void. But ALDERSON, B., interrupted 
the learned counsel with the remark, “You are making a 
court of law the judge of a matter which is for the 
cognizance of a court of equity. How can we tell 
that a court of equity would hold it to be a breach of 
trust? What violation is there of the common or statute 
law? And, in delivering judgment, he said “there is nothing to 
shew the court, sitting as a court of law, that there is anything 
necessarily illegal or wrong in the conduct of a trustee who 
has been a party to such an arrangement,” and the court certified 
accordingly. The casz of Cooper v. Richardson does not, so far as 
we can discover, appear in the reports of the Rolls Court, so 
that there is nothing to shew what was held by the court of 
equity. The decision in Warwick v. Richardson was cited as an 
authority by WILLEs, J., in his judgment in Tuylor v. Chichester, 
&c., Roilway Co. (L. R. 2 Ex. 356); and in Lord Newborough v. 
Schroder (7 C. B. 342) an action on a covenant for indemnity 
against a breach of trust was admitted to be maintainable. 
Hence, up to the coming into operation of the Judicature Act, 
1873, an indemnity against a breach of trust was, at law, at all 
events, valid and enforceable. 


There is a suggestion, however, in one of the text-books 
that since section 25 of the Judicature Act, 1873—providing that 
in all matters in which there is any conflict or variance between 
the rules of equity and the rules of the common law with refer- 
ence to the same matter, the rules of equity shall prevail—the 
result may be different. That, of course, depends on whether, 
before the Judicature Act, there was any conflict between the 
rules of law and equity in relation to the validity of an indem- 
nity against a breach of trust ; whether, that is, before that date 
such an indemnity was invalid in equity. We have not dis- 
covered any authority for the existence of such a rule in equity, 
and we think we may reasonably assume that if any decision on 
the point existed, it would not have escaped Mr. LEwin’s notice. 
Moreover, the decisions of Kay, J., and the Court of 
Appeal in Evans v. Benyon (37 Ch. D. 329) shew, in 
the one decision expressly and in the other impliedly, that 
no such rule existed. In that case, in the events which had 
happened, a married woman had a general power of appointment 
by will over a settled trust fund, which, in default of appoint- 
ment, was to go to her next-of-kin as if she had died possessed 
thereof intestate and unmarried. She requested in writing the 
surviving trustee of the settlement to distribute a portion of the 
trust fund among certain of her nieces, stating that as she “ in- 
tended the five girls to have £1,000 each of my money whenever it 
pleases God to call me home, they may justas well enjoy the interest 
of it now as wait for it a little longer.” The trustee agreed to 
make the distribution on receiving an indemnity, and upon the 
husband and wife covenanting to keep him indemnified against 
the sale of the stock in which the trust fund was invested and 
the distribution of the proceeds, he distributed such proceeds in 
accordance with the request. The married woman omitted to 
appoint by will in favour of the five nieces and died intestate, 
leaving the trustee one of her two-next-of-kin ; and subsequently 
her husband and also the trustee died. Then the trustee’s 
executor commenced an action against the husband’s executor to 
have the sum which had been wrongfully distributed made good 
out of the husband’s estate under his covenant for indemnity. It 
was held by Kay, J.,that the action must succeed. “What possible 
answer,” he asked, “is there to the action? It is brought upon 
the covenant. The money is gone, aad the trustee or his repre- 
sentative is entitled to the fullest possible indemnity. : 
The claim of the next-of-kin to have this money paid to them 
under the settlement seems to me to be unanswerable. If they 
can claim payment under the settlement, then the right of the 
trustee to indemnity is equally unanswerable.” This appears to be an 





express decision that an indemnity given to a trustee against a 
contemplated breach of trust is valid’ and enforceable in 
equity. 

When the matter came before the Court of Appeal, it was 
pointed out by that court that the trustee, as one of the next-of- 
kin, was a beneficiary, and that as the object of the covenant for 
indemnity was only to indemnify the trustee from demands 
against him, as trustee, for breach of trust, it ought not to be 
construed as an undertaking to make good to him’ any loss which 
he, as a beneficiary, might sustain by the diminution of the trust 
fund, and on this ground the decision of Kay, J., was reversed. 
There is not a word in the arguments of counsel or the judgment 
of the Court of Appeal to intimate that an indemnity to a trustee 
against a contemplated breach of trust is invalid, and it is 
impossible to imagine that, if any such doctrine existed, it would 
have been overlooked by the eminent counsel (Mr. Rigpy, Q.C.) 
who argued the appeal or the learned and experienced judge, 
Corton, L.J., who delivered the judgment of the court. If any 
such rule had existed it would, of course, have been said that it 
was unnecessary to consider the complicity of the trustee bene- 
ficiary, since the covenant for indemnity was void. 

This decision of the Court of Appeal has subsequently been 
twice referred to by LINDLEY, L.J. (in Chillingworth v. Chambers, 
1896, 1 Ch., at p. 697, and in Crichton v. Crichton, 1896, 1 Ch., 
at p. 875), but only on the question of a cestui que trust being 
estopped by his own acts from calling his trustee to account. 
We cannot, after search through the digests, discover an 
decision that an indemnity against breach of trust is invalid. 
If we have overlooked any case, we shall be glad to be corrected, 
but if we have not, we think we are entitled to conclude that 
the observations of the text-writers on this subject to which 
we have referred are not only without any foundation of judicial 
authority, but are really opposed to such decisions as exist, 








Bequests of Debentures and 
Debenture Stock. 


THE various forms of investment at the present day frequently 
lead to difficulty in the construction of wills where the testator 
has not been careful to use the exact technical description of the 
investments which he held, or to provide for a change in the 
investments between the date of his will and his death; but in the 
recent case of Re Herring (1908, 2 Ch. 493) Joycr, J., declined 
to draw a distinction for the purposes of the will before him 
between debentures and debenture stock of a company, tbe 
rights under each security being substantially the same. Hence 
a bequest of “all my debentures” in the company was held to 
pass both debentures and debenture stock which the testator had 
at the date of his will and at the time of his death. 

A similar question in regard to shares and stock arose in 
Morrice v. Aylmer (L. R. 7 H. L. 717), and was determined in 
the same sense. A testator made a bequest of “all such stock 
in the public funds or shares in any railway of which I may die 
possessed.” He died possessed of £14,000 Three-and-a-quarter 
per cent. Stock, of £6,300 Stock in the London and North- 
Western Railway Co., and of sixty-three new shares of 
£12 10s, each in the same company, of which only £2 10s. per 
share had been paid prior to the date of the will. The question, 
as stated by Lord HATHERLEY, was “ whether or not stock in a 
railway company would pass under the word ‘shares’ in a 
railway company, unaccompanied by any indication in the will 
to the contrary, that is to say, anything tending to shew that 
a distinction had been intended between the ‘stock’ of a com- 
pany and the ‘shares’ in a company by the testator himself.” 
In the earlier case of Oakes v. Oakes (9 Hare, 666) TuRNER, V.C., 
had decided, upon a similar bequest of railway shares, that 
the bequest passed stock of the railway company which 
represented shares held by the testator at the date 
of his will, but not stock which he had purchased after such 
date. The word “shares,” he said, was to be taken in its 
ordinar —F and did not pass the after-acquired stock, 
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the shares. But the House of Lords in Morrice v. Aylmer con- 
sidered that this drew a distinction between shares and stock 
which was not in accordance with ordinary language, or with any 
substantial difference between the two forms of holding in a 
company. Where a testator makes a distinction in his will 
between “shares” and “stock,” then of course a different con- 
struction will prevail. Where, however, the reference is simply 
to “shares,” there is no such difference between shares and stock 
as to prevent stock from passing under the bequest. Oakes v, 
Oakes, accordingly, was overruled. 

It is going somewhat further to say that a bequest of shares 
in a company will pass debenture stock, and Cutty, J., declined 
to do this in Re Bodman (1891, 3 Ch. 135), where the testator 
had both shares and debenture stock in a company at the time 
of making his will and at his death. The learned judge stated 
the result of Morrice v. Aylmer as being that the term “ shares ” 
is sufficient to pass the testator’s interest in the joint stock or 
capital of a company, whether the capital consists only of shares, 
properly so called, or of consolidated stock. In substance stock 
and shares are identical. And there is a considerable resemblance 
between stock and debenture stock. Debenture stock, said 
JaMES, L.J., in Alfree v. Hawe (9 Ch. D. 337), “is nothing but 
preference stock with a special preference.” But while this may 
have been sufficiently accurate for the purpose of that case, 
Cutty, J., held that the dictum could not be taken as an 
authority for treating the word “shares” in a will as including 
debenture stock, at any rate where the testator had shares pro- 
perly socalled. ‘“ Debenture stock stands in a materially different 
position from that occupied by proprietary or capital stock of the 
company ; in other words, debenture stock is borrowed money 
capitalized for purposes of convenience.” 

If a testator refers to an investment in such language as to 
shew that he does not know its exact nature, it is, of course, 
easy to apply it to an investment possessed by him at the date 
of the will which is sufficiently indicated, though inaccurately 
described. This was the case in Jie Nottage (1895, 2 Ch. 657), 
where a testator made a bequest of “ £500 debenture stock or 
shares ” of a specified company, and also a bequest of ordinary 
shares in the same company. The company had issued debentures, 
but it had no debenture stock, and the testator held debentures and 
ordinary shares in the company at the time of making his will 
and at his death. It was held by the Court of Appeal that the 
debentures passed under the bequest of “debenture stock or 
shares.” The reference to ordinary shares shewed that the 
expression ‘debenture stock or shares,” was intended to 
describe a different kind of investment of which the testator did 
not know the exaet technical name. He was, as Ricpy, L.J., 
observed, ‘‘ dealing with something which he possessed, describ- 
ing something of which he did not know what the description 
ought to be.” The testator referred to whatever interest in the 
company he possessed of the nature of debentures, and hence the 
bequest passed the debentures in the company. 

And considerable latitude is allowable in construing the name 
of an investment where the testator has at the date of the will 
no investment actually corresponding to the name. Thus in Re 
Weeding (1896, 2 Ch. 364) a testatrix bequeathed all her shares 
in two specified railway companies. She never had any shares 
in either company, but at the date of her will she had debenture 
stock in each company which she continued to hold at the time 
of her death. Nortu, J., held that the debenture stock passed 
under the bequest. ‘‘I quite agree,” he eaid, “ that if the testa- 
trix had had any shares in one of the companies debenture stock 
of that company could not pass, because there would have been 
something properly described by the gift, and there would have 
been no reason for giving any extension to the meaning of the 
words. But here words are used which do not accurately describe 
anything which the testatrix ever had. No doubt she intended 
to pass something, and there is nothing except the debenture 
stock on which the gift can operate.” 


In the present case of Fe Herring (supra) there was not the | 


same reason for departing from the literal meaning of the word 
used. The testator had at the date of his will, and also at the 
time of his death, both debentures and debenture stock in the 
company, and hence the bequest of all his debentures im the 


company would have been satisfied literally by confining it to 
debentures properly so called. But this would have been opposed 
to the principle on which Morrice v. Aylmer (supra) was decided. 
For practical purposes debentures and debenture stock are as 
closely related as shares and stock in the capital of a company. 
Both debentures and debenture stock confer interests in borrowed 
capital, and in the circumstances of the particular company in Re 
Herring the natures of these interests were substantially identical. 
Hence, to have construed the word “debentures ” so as to exclude 
the debenture stock would have been to give it an undue restrie- 
tion. ‘After reading and re-reading the various judgments in 
the case of Morrice v. Aylmer,” said Joycr, J., “ it appears 
to me that to hold that ‘debentures’ in this bequest meant 
something different from, and something which would not pass, 
the testator’s debenture stock in this company would be putting 
a meaning upon the terin ‘debentures’ so technical as to be in 
opposition to the ordinary use of the word.” In Re Lane (14 
Ch. D. 856) Hatt, V.C., held that a bequest of ‘all my deben- 
tures ” did not pass debenture stock into which debentures held 
by the testator at the date of his will had been subsequently con- 
verted under an option conferred upon him. It will be difficult 
to support this after the present decision in Re Herring, which is 
more in accordance with the probable intention of testators. 
Unless a testator has carefully described particular investments, 
words which he uses will best carry out his intention if construed 
liberally and in accordance with ordinary usage. 








Reviews. 


The Annual Practice. 


THe ANNUAL PRACTICE, 1909: BEING A COLLECTION OF THE 
STaTUTES, ORDERS, AND RULES RELATING TO THE GENERAL 
PRACTICE, PROCEDURE, AND J URISDICTION OF THE SUPREME Court. 
Wirn Notes, Forms, &c. By Tuomas Snow, M.A., Barrister-at- 
Law ; CHARLES Burney, B.A., a Master of the Supreme Court ; 
and Francis A. STRINGER, of the Central Office, Royal Courts 
of Justice. In Two VoLumMEs. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ; 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

With commendable promptitude the new issue of the White Book 
marks the beginning of the leaal year, and there are additions which 
make it this time of exceptional interest. The chief of these are the 
rules as to patents and designs of the 3rd of June, 1908(Order 53a), 
which have been made in consequence of the transfer to the 
High Court under the Patents and Designs Act, 1907, of the jurisdic- 
tion as to the extension of patents formerly exercised by the Priv 
Council ; the rules as to Judges’ Summonses in the King’s Benc 
Division ; the rules as to Short Causes in the Admiralty Division ; 
and the new arrangements as to the assignment of business in 
London and on circuit. These arrangements are given in Vol. IL, 
which, as in recent editions, includes the Judicature Acts, fully 
annotated, and other useful matter, such as the Arbitration Act, 
1889, the relevant sections of the County Courts Act, 1888, and the 
Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, and General Order thereunder. 
The editors have also included this time the British Law Ascertain- 
ment Act, 1859, which, though perhaps not much used, may be of 
service in the settlement of at a case as Re Moses (1908, 2 Ch. 235), 
where questions of South African law were involved. Apart from 
these additions, the plan and arrangement of the work seems to be 
unchanged, and, as hitherto, the practitioner will find it an invaluable 
guide on points of practice. 





Books of the Week. 


The Annual Practice, 1909: being a Collection of the Statutes, 
Orders and Rules relating to the General Practice, Procedure and 
Jurisdiction of the Supreme Court ; with Forms, Notes, &c. By 
Tuomas Snow, M.A., Barrister-at-Law; CHAarLes Burney, B.A., 
a Master of the Supreme Court ; and Francis A. STRINGER, of the 
Central Office, Royal Courts of Justice. In Two Vols. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited) ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The Law Relating to Factories and Workshops (Abraham and 
Davies). Part I.: A Practical Guide. By May E. Apkanam (Mrs H. J. 
Tennant), formerly one of her late Majesty’s Superintending In- 
spectors of Factories. Part II.: Acts relating to Factories and Work- 
shops, with Explanatory Notes. The present edition by RowLanpD 
Burrows, Esq., LL.D. (Lond.), B.A. (Cantab.), Barrister at-Law. 





Sixth Edition, Eyre & Spottiswoode (Limited). 











1 / 





eed OO eet 


CD wet eet 


hw HS hee 


rr ~~ 8 lee 


— 


bed eee os 

















THE 
ERAL 
URT. 
r-at- 
urt ; 
surts 


ed) ; 


Book 
hich 
2 the 
53A), 
the 
sdic- 
-riv 
enc 
‘ion ; 
33 in 
Li, 
fully 
Act, 
| the 
nder. 
‘tain- 
be of 
235), 
from 
oe) be 
uable 





J Oct. 10, 1908. 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 52.) 813 








The Secretary’s Manual on the Law and Practice of Joint Stock 
Companies ; with Forms and Precedents. By James FirzPaTRICK 
F.C.A., late Lecturer on Accountancy to the London Chamber o 
Commerce, and T, E. Haypon, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Twelfth 
Edition. Jordan & Sons (Limited). 


The Public Health Acts Amendment Act, 1907 (7 Edw. 7, c. 53); 
with Notes. By A. F. Jenxty, Esq., and C.D.G. Drayton, Esq., 
Barristers-at-Law. Together with a Circular of the Local Government 
Board ou the Act, and an Index. Chas. Knight & Co. (Limited). 
8s. net. 


The Incorporated Accountants’ Year Book: comprising List of 
Members, Articles, Bye-Laws, Examination Papers, and Library 
Catalogue. Price 2s. Published by the Society of Incorporated 
Accountants and Auditors, 


Bye-Laws as to House Drainage and Sanitary Fittings made by the 
London County Council. Annotated by Gerarp J. G. JENSEN, C.E., 
and another. Containing References to the Bye-Laws of Various 
Other Cities in the United Kingdom. Second Edition. The 
Sanitary Publishing Co. (Limited). 

— of Legal Education Calendar, 1908-9. Offices of the 
Youncil. 


Time Limit—Monopoly Value and Compensation : A Criticism 
of the Licensing Bill, 1908. By MicnagLCaBasé, Barrister-at-Law. 
Effingham Wilson., 1s. net. 


Important Decisions Regarding the Working of German Patents, as 
well as Literal Translations of the German Patent Law, of the Act 
for the Protection of Gebrauchsmuster (German Utility Model 
Patent), and cf the German Law for the Protection of Trade-Marks, 
with German Technical Phraseology (in Parentheses) of German 
Patent Rule and Practice. By PaTENTANWALT SenMaR REITz- 
ENBAUM. Asher & Co. 








Societies. 


The Law Society. 
ANNUAL PROVINCIAL MEETING. 


The proceedings at the Provincial meeting of the Law Society at 
Birmingham were continued on Thursday, the 1st inst., in the Council 
Chamber, the Presipent (Mr. J. S. Beale, London) taking the chair. 


THe Lianirtity or EMpLoyEeRS FOR ACCIDENTS TO EmPpLoyés. 


Sir Joun Gray Hitt (Liverpool), a member of the Council, read 
the following paper :— 

I select this title for my paper because the title of the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act is a misnomer. That statute applies to a vast multi- 
tude of people who are not workmen in the ordinary sense of the word, 
and te a liability which goes far beyond the duty to requite a wrong 
which is usually implied by the word compensation. My experience 
of the working of the Workmen’s Compensation Acts of 1897 and 1906, 
and of the better named Employers’ Liability Act of 1880, has been 
almost entirely from one point of view—viz., that gained in investigating 
and dealing with a very large number of cases arising under those statutes 
on behalf of a certain class of employer. I have acted in this way tor 
many years for large associations of shipowners in regard to accidents 
arising in the loading and discharging of ships, and in the repair of 
ships by the owner’s own shore staff, and since the Act of 1906, also in 
reference to accidents to the officers and crews of ships, who with pilots 
it will be remembered for the first time became entitled’ to claim against 
their employers by virtug of the last-named Act. But I do not put 
forward my views on behalf of shipowners or any other employers. I 
only express the opinions which I personally have formed from my own 
experience. And I fully recognize that allowance must be made for the 
fact that that experience, although very extensive, is derived from one 
side of the question only, and that experience derived from the other 
side has an equal claim to public attention. I wish to speak rather of 
the policy and general effect of the Acts than of the different legal points 
which have arisen on the interpretation of them, although I shall have 
to refer to a few of these. There can be no doubt that long before 1880 
the common law doctrines of common employment and Volenti non fit 
injuria had become unsuited to the modern state of industrial employ- 
ment. That which was not unreasonable where the number of workmen 
was small, the plant and machinery simple, and the employer (who was, 
of course, always liable for his personal negligence) himself superintended 
the work, ceased to be reasonable when the number of workmen be- 
came large, the plant and inachinery complicated, and the sunerin- 
tendence was entirely deputed to others. Turning to the Employers 
Liability Act, 1880, Sir Joun Gray HILL svid the Emrloyers’ 
Liability Act, 1880, very properly violated the doctrine of 
common employment by ea the employer liable for the 


condition of the ways, works, machinery or plant used in his 


business due to the negligence of his superintendent as well as to his 
own, and also by making him liable generally for the negligence of 
any superintendent or person in his service to whose orders the work- 
man was bound to conform and did conform, or for the act or omission 


employer, &c. And in regard to railways the Act rightly made the 
employer liable for the negligence of any person in the service having 
the charge or control of any signal, points, locomotive engine or train 
because such a person’s employment was entirely apart from that of 
the others employed and removed from their influence or observation. 
There are certain limitations and qualifications of these provisions con- 
tained in the Act of 1880 to which I need not refer, but I would remind 
you that the limit of liability which it fixes is three years’ estimated 
wages of a person in the same grade, &c., as the person injured or 
killed. This Act did not apply to domestic or menial servants or to 
seamen, but otherwise, generally speaking, applied to all engaged in 
manual labour. It did not make the employer liable where there was 
contributory — ence on the part of the employé. It would, I think, 
have been justifiable in 1880 to go farther than this Act, and to adopt 
the law contained in the French Civil Code (Art. 1384) which also 
prevailed in those countries whose laws are based on the Code Napoleon 
(such as Belgium, Italy, and Spain) whereby all employers were made 
liable for the negligence of their employés, whether to strangers or 
co-employés, the fact of common employment not constituting any 
exception to the general rule. Probably, omar it might have been 
preferable to adopt a compulsory system of insurance dealing with 
injuries as well as sickness, to which both employer and employé should 
contribute, such as now exists in Germany and Austria. But the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, introduced an entirely new system 
by which not merely the doctrine of Volenti non fit injuria was 
abolished, but exclusive liability was thrown on the employer for all 
accidents to employés arising out of and in the course of the employ- 
ment. And this system has since been followed in a general way in 
many continental countries and British dependencies. e only exvcep- 
tion contained in this Act was where it was proved (the onus was on 
the employer) that the accident was attributable to the serious and 
wilful misconduct of the employé. Thus mere contributory negligence 
became no longer a defence. But there was no liability where the 
workman’s incapacity did not last for two weeks. The liability in 
case of death was a sum equal to the earnings with the same employer 
during the previous three years, or if the period of employment were 
less, then 156 times the average weekly earnings during the actual 
employment, with a minimum of £150 and a maximum of , payable 
to dependants of legitimate relationship in case of total dependency ; 
and in case of partial dependency a sum agreed on, or, failing agree- 
ment, a sum settled by arbitration under the Act, not exceeding in 
any case £300. In case of injury an allowance was made after the 
second week of half the average weekly earnings with the same employer 
during the previous twelve months if so long employed, but if not, for 
any less period in the same employment, the allowance not to exceed 
£1 a week; and no limit was fixed to the period or total amount of 
the allowances, so that the employer was liable to make them to the 
employé who was permanently injured for the rest of the life of the 
latter, subject to a power to redeem by a lump sum payment to ‘be 
fixed in each case. nder this Act contracting out was for all practical 
purposes forbidden. The proceedings to be taken to deal with ques- 
tions arising under the Act were absurdly called an arbitration, but in 
practice consisted of litigation in the courty court with the ordinary 
rights of appeal. This statute caused a vast increase in the liability 
of many employers, and made them practically the insurers of their 
employés so far as regards accidents. But the Act was confined to 
certain trades conducted on land, in which there was unusual risk, and 
did not include domestic or menial servants. It was extended to agri- 
cultural and similar employments in 1900. So badly was the Act of 
1897 drawn by one assembly which has little skill in draughtsmanship, 
and so readily adopted by another assembly which has the skill, but is 
afraid to use it, that a vast amount of litigation was necessary to ascer- 
tain its meaning. How many obscure enactments have proceeded from 
the House of Commons which might easily have been made clear if 
referred to legal experts to put into shape! But let us console our- 
selves; for if that House were blessed with the common sense necessary 
for this purpose, what would become of the lawyers? Then came the 
Act of 1906, which is now in force. This includes domestic and menial 
servants, officers and crews of ships, and, with certain unim rtant 
exceptions, every employé, unless te is employed otherwise than by 
manual labour and his remuneration exceeds £ a year. Observe the 
class legislation in the last provision. Not a few men employed by 
manual labour can earn over £250 a year, but however greatly the 
remuneration of such persons exceeds that sum, they are entitled to 
the benefits of the Act; whilst the clerk, shipmaster, or other man who 
is paid for brain work receiving this remuneration gets no benefit. Is 
the explanation that the Labour members look after their own class 
exclusively and neglect the interests of all others who are in the like 
case? It was not they who made the proposal to include domestic ser- 
vants which was carried, but a Conservative M.P. As “tips”’ are 
included in earnings,* perhaps waiters and others may earn as much. 
But the benevolent decision which laid this down may give rise to 
much false swearing, for who can check the average weekly amount of 
the tips alleged? The new Act does not diminish in any materi 
way, but in four ways further largely extends the liability of employers 
as established by the Act of 1897. _ . ‘ 

(1) It provides that where the injury results in death or serious and 
permanent disablement, even if it is proved to be attributable to the 
serious and wilful misconduct of the employé, the employer is still to 
be liable. : 

(2) It gives illegitimate relations being child, grandchild, parent or 
grandparents of the deceased the right to claim as his dependants. 











of any person in his service in obedience to rules or bye-laws of the 


“® Penn ¥. Spiere & Pond (1908, 1 K. B. 766). 
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(5) In case of injury the weekly allowance, where the employment 
has been for less than twelve months, and it is impracticable to ascertain 
the average wages (which is frequently the case with men engaged by 
the day), is based not on the average wages earned from the employer, 
but by men working in the same grade in the same class of employment 
in the same district, so that a drunkard or idler who only works 
occasionally may recover on the basis of the earnings of a steady man 
in regular employment. In the case quoted below* the county court 
judge tried to make a distinction between the grade of a good workman 
as regards regularity of employment and a bad one, but the Court of 
Appeal benevolently quashed the attempt. 

(4) It makes the weekly payments begin after the first week. 

The injustice of the Act of 1897 which made the employer liable for 
accidents over which neither he nor his employés kad any control was 
great, but the injustice of the first three ot the new provisions in the 
Act of 1906 is outrageous. Serious and wilful misconduct often consists 
of intoxication. Is it not outrageous that an employer should be liable 
for the consequences of the drunkenness of the man he employs? Is 
it not outrageous that the employer should be liable to illegitimate de- 
pendants of the employés? ew is the illegitimate relationship to be 
ascertained 7 where the between the man and 
woman in question has be character, as of the proverbial 
sailor with a wife in every port, it cannot be set isfactori y proved. And 
having regard to the looseness of the tie between men and women who 
live together without being married, even continued cohabitation with 
the deceased would not be really satisfactory proof that he was the 
father of a child claiming as a dependant. Indeed any woman may 
swear that any dead man was the father of her child, a benevolent 
county court judge may be found to believe her statement, and his judg 
ment being on a question of fact will not be reversible on appeal. This 
is a most serious departurs from the princ iples of British law, and opens 
the door wide to fraud and perjury, while it removes one of the restraints 
upon immorality. Is it not outrageous that the employer who has 
merely employed a man for half an hour showld have to pay him an 
allowance on a basis which has no relation to the work the man has 
done for him, and the wages he has paid, but is fixed by wages earned 
by other men for other employers? The provision making the weekly 
payment begin after the first week instead of the second has greatly 
increased the number of claims. There are very many cases of slight 
injuries from which in a fortnight there is a recovery. The most im- 
portant questions which arose under the Act of 1897, and still arise under 
the new Act, are: (1) What is a personal injury by accident (whether 
the injury results in death or not)? (2) When does an accident arise out 
of and in the course of the employment? (3) What is serious and wilful 
misconduct ? 

As to injury by accident, the disease of anthrax caught by the handling 
of an infected hide, was held to be such an injury under the Act of 
1897,+ and this is important as a guide, notwithstanding that aithenn is 
specifically included in the Act of 1906. But the last decision on the 
later Act by the House of Lords,+ gives the widest extension to these 
words yet given by any court. The claim was made by the dependants 
of a “trimmer” on board the s.s. Majestic, who died on the ship from 
what is called ‘‘ heat stroke.’” He was of poor physique, had had no 
previous experience as a trimmer, but engaged himself in that capacity. 
He had to “ draw ash pits.” that is, rake out ashes that had fallen from 
the furnaces. While doing this, nothing unusual having occurred, he 
fell down in a faint, and, notwithstanding the application of remedies, 
died. The ventilation was in good order, the temperature, 
though high (96 deg.), was usual, and olj the conditions of the 
employment were normal. ‘‘ Heat stroke’’ is not uncommon amongst 
firemen, but is usually harmless. The death was really due to the man’s 
low state of vitality. Yet the House of Lords, by two to one, held thie 
to be a personal injury by accident resulting in death. The Lord Chan 
cellor, after stating that the physical disability could have rothing to 
do with the question of accident, said: ‘“ What killed him was a heat 
stroke coming suddenly and unexpectedly upon him while at work. 

It was an unlooked-for mishap in the course of his employment. 
In common !anguage it was a case of accidental death. I feel that in 
construing this Act of Parliament, as in other cases, there is a risk of 
frustrating it by excess of subtlety, which I am anxious to avoid.” 
There is no disputing a decision of the Hovse of Lords. But I am 
afraid that this one will not put an end to subtlety. Questions on it 
will arise fit only for the determination of that old serpent who was the 
most subtle of the beasts of the field. A Lord Chancellor is infallible ; 
otherwise I should have thought that an ordinary user of common 
language would not have called this an accidental death, but a death 
arising from a weak man undertaking work beyond his strength. The 
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term “heat stroke” seems to imply violence, but it is merely 
an illness caused by heat. It is a result of the occupation 
which would have been foreseen by any ordinary reseonable 


man, although this pocr man may not have foreseen it. The result 
seems to be that the employer is made liable for what any inexperienced 
unfit man may suffer in his employment from a cause outside of his body, 
if it is unexpected by him and sudden. Let us apply. this principle to 
the case of a housemaid in delicate health. She opens a window for 


* Perry v. Wright, &e. (1908, 1 K. B. 441)—Cozens-Hardy, M.R., said: “I am 
not prepared to say that the age and habits of the individual may not have 
such an influence on his chance of employment as to deserve consideration: and 
Fletcher Moulton. L.J., spoke more decidedly in the same sense. But in prac- 
tice it is very difficult to prove the facts which make the real distinction between 
one man and another. 

+ Brintons v. Turvey (1905, A. C. 230). 
¢ Ismay v. Williamson (Times, August 1, 1908). 








ventilation on a cold day, and a chill unexpected by her “strikes” her, 

bringing on illness. Or she is sent on an errand for her mistress, and 

omits to take umbrella or cloak, when a storm of rain comes on, suddenly 

and unexpected by her, although the state of ihe barometer and the 

overcast sky might have warned a reasonable person, and wets her with 
a like resuit Or being in the last stage of a decline (but kept on in 
service out of kindness in some very light employment) her heart fails, 

owing to the exertion of opening or closing a doer which suddenly and 

unexpected!y sticks in the motion, and she dies. In these cases upon 
this reasoning is there not a personal injury by accident’ Or we may 
go further. Medical men tell us that many diseases arise from evil dis 

posed microbes coming upon the human body from without. If their com- 

ing arises out of and in the course of the em ployment, and causes disease 
injuring or killing the body, and if their coming is sudden and unex- 

pected by the employé, then is not the empleyer hable? If, for example, 
the delicate housemaid’s nose or mouth is entered by microbes rising 
suddenly and unexpected by her from her sink (and what bousemaid 

expects an invasion of microbes’), or if a similar entrance 1s effected from 
a drain while she is on an errand in the streets, and in either case 
illness results, is there not a like liability? An eminent physician who 
has deeply studied the disevws of tuberculosis, informs me that about 
one-third of the cows in this country are tuberculous. If our friend the 
housemaid imbibes the microbes of this disease from the milk supplied 
by the family milkman (inasmuch as her partaking of food and drink 
in her master’s house is in the course of her employment), and develops 
consumption, and it can be shown by medical evidence that the microbes 

were not always in the milk, but came suddenly, and by the evidence of 
the housemaid that she did not expect them, is ‘not this also a personal 
injury by accident? The anthrax case points towards the affirmative, 

and so does the trimmer’s case. If there is a distinction in the above 
cases, where is the line to be drawn? In one recent case* an unsuccess- 

ful attempt was made to induce the Court of Appeal to hold the London 

County Council liable for enteritis contracted from inhaling sewer gas 
which was a necessity of the employment. But suppose the workman 
had been unused to the work, and the gas came in a sudden and to him 
unexpected puff, would not this be within the Act? An attempt will be 
made to draw a new distinction with each variation in the circumstances. 

In instances like those suggested I doubt if any ordinary human being 
would call the case one of personal injury by accident, but the judges 

may be forced by the decision in the trimmer’s case to do so. The 
specifying in the Act of certain industrial diseases as entitling the 

employé or his dependants to claim as if they were a personal injury 
is not material, because the Act reserves the right to claim in respect of 
any other disease which is a personal injury by accident. It is to be 
observed that the Act enables the Secretary of State to add any disease 
he may select to the list which it contains; he has already added a good 
many, and political pressure may induce him to add more. The way in 
which the courts have extended the meaning of the words “arising out 
of and in the course of the employment” is well known. ag employ- 
ment has been held to begin before it has really begun, to be lasting 
while it is at a pause, and to end after it has really ended, and yet there 
is no certain guide to be obtained from the decisions. In one of the 
latest casest a nice, although no doubt a correct, distinction was drawn. 

An employé was eating his dinner in a stable where he was employed. 

The stable cat bit him, causing blood poisoning. This was held by the 
Court of Appeal, affirming the county court judge, to be an accident 
arising out of and in the course of his employment, although the court 
said if the cat had been a strange one the case would have been totally 
different. Another benevolent decision under the Act of 1897, which 
is applicable to the Act of 1906, was that of the Court of Appeal in 1903+ 
holding that the allowances for injury could not be stopped merely 
because the injured man declined to submit to an operation. In this 
case Collins, M.R., said there was nothing in the Act which imposed on 
a workman an obligation to submit to a surgical operation. This decision 
has had a very wide-reaching effect. Some employés preter to remain 
incapacitated rather than to work. Here is their opportunity. Surely 

if the operation advised by competent surgical skill is such as a reason- 

able man who was not drawing compensation allowance would undergo 
in order to get well, the refusal to undergo it should stop the allowance. 

There were two previous decisions to the contrary effect in Scotland,§ but 
the Court of Appeal disregarded them. othwell v. Davies may have 
an effect going beyond a case of operation. I have now the following 
case under consideration. docker received an injury to the forefinger 
of his right hand, causing the two upper joints to become rigid. He 
cannet work until they are amputated. This can be done painlessly 
either with or without anesthetics. He refuses to submit to the opera- 
tion, preferring his weekly payments. There is nothing in the Act to 
require a workman to submit to any medical treatment of any kind, to 
take care of himself, or make any effort to get well, not even to wash 
and be clean. If he is minded to remain ill, and take his allowance, can 
he not do so? With the aid of a little medical evidence, he at any 
rate manages too frequently to do sonow. The bacillus of leprosy which 
thust have assailed Naaman the Syrian probablv arose out of and in the 
course of his employment, and was, I presume, on the authority of the 
anthrax case, an accident. If he had come under the Act, and had per 
sisted in his refusal to dip seven times in Jordan, the Court of Appeal! 
would probably, on the authority of Pothiell v. Davis, have refused 
tp stop his allowance from his employer the King of Syria. Such is the 


° Broderick v. London County Council (24 T. L. R. 822). 
++ Rowland v. Wright (24 T. L. R. 852). 

't Rothwell v. Daries (19 T. L. R. 423). 

§ Anderson v. Baird & Co. (40 8. L. 
239). 





R. 263), and Dowds v. Bennie (40 8. L. R. 
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result of benevolent construction.* It is indeed to a great extent the 
uncertainty as to how far the benevolence of the judges of the various 
courts can be stretched which creates the uncertainties under the Act. 
Certain county court judges are run after by claimants because of their 
tendency to find against the employer, and the humanitarian impulses of 
higher judges are considered on the question of appeal. Thus, to my 
mind, the subtleties will remain, and we may return to ofr homes much 
comforted in mind, for our occupation is not gone. There are various 
decisions upon what is “serious and wilful misconduct” which create 
difficulty in understanding the meaning of the phrase, but as it has 
become of minor importance since the Act of 1906 I shall passthem by. 
Two very recent cases before the Court of Appeal illustrate, however, in 
a striking way the injustice of the provision that such conduct is no bar 
to a claim by dependants in case of death. A ship’s steward went on 
shore while the ship was discharging cargo, and while he was at liberty 
to do so. Coming back to the ship partially under the influence of drink, 
he returned by means of the cargo skid, in order to escape the observa- 
tion of his condition by the ship’s officers, instead of returning by the 
ordinary gangway which was quite safe, and in returning in this 
dangerous way fell down the open hatch and was killed. The employer 
was held liable.t A fireman went ashore from the vessel. When return- 
ing he was under the influence of drink, and refusing the aid of the 
night-watchman and policeman slipped off the gangway and was killed. 
No evidence as to the occasion of his going ashore was given, but an 
entry in the log was put in to the above effect. The deputy county 
court judge benevolently inferred, without any proof, that this was in 
the course of his employment, and held the employer liable. This, how- 
ever, was reversed by the Appeal Court, who considered that if this was 
the case the fact should have been proved.} But in neither of the above 
cases could the semi-intoxicated or wholly drunken state of 
the man be taken into consideration. Yet in both cases the 
death was directly or indirectly due to that state. The 
only point which was or legally could be considered was whether 
the accident arose out of and in the course of the employment. 
It does not require a strong imagination to conceive of cases where such 
a state of the law as this may lead to what would be equivalent to 
murder. Relations, legitimate or illegitimate, who would benefit by 
the sum payable on death, or by the allowance for a permanent injury, 
and who have no love for the man in question, might readily be 
tempted to ply him with drink when about to proceed to work in- 
volving danger to anyone the worse for liquor, and that in a way 
which would render detection impracticable, even if the manner in 
which he got the drink were ever likely to be inquired into. Another 
point which is unjust to the employer is that the proceedings under 
both the Employers’ Liability and Workmen’s Compensation Acts 
are always conducted at his exclusive risk as to costs. No security 
for costs can be obtained except on appeal, and the amount fixed by 
the Court of Appeal for security (generally £10 or £15) is always 
quite insufficient to pay the taxed costs of the respondent. This 
again is benevolence. But surely the security ought to be real, and 
not fictitious. On appeal to the House of Lords security is, of course, 
necessary. The claim is often supported by a labour union with ample 
funds, but as they are not technically parties to the proceedings they 
are not liable. I recognize that it would be very difficult to introduce 
security for costs as a general rule into the so-called arbitration in 
the county court, because of the case of the poor man not belonging to 
a union having a legal claim, but I think the judge should have dis- 
cretion to require security to be given when a labour union is really 
conducting the case. The employé is also favoured in other ways 
under the Act. If employed by a contractor he can proceed against 
the person with whom the contractor agrees to do the work, as if the 
person (called in-the Act ‘‘the principal’’) were the employer of the 
men. In case of the insolvency of the employer, the employer’s right 
against his insurers is transferred to the claimant; and to the extent 
of £100 the latter is a preferential creditor. But these provisions, 
although unreasonable and specimens of class legislation, are of minor 
importance. There is, however, another provision giving the employé 
an advantage over all other litigants which is very material. It is 
the exemption of the claimant from payment of court fees prior to 
award. This encourages speculative claims, and there is no justification 
for it. Why are employés or their dependants to be placed in a 
better position in this respect than the ordinary poor litigant in the 
county court? One result is that the fees paid by the latter are used 
to support the court which allows entrance free to the former. Again, 
when a weekly payment has been awarded by the court or agreed upon 
between the parties and a memorandum recorded, and the employer 
is advised that the man has recovered, he has to apply to the court 
for leave to stop the allowance, and, pending the hearing of the 
application, he must still continue it, although the man may be per- 
fectly recovered. Seafaring men have a special advantage in this 
way. When the accident happens and the incapacity commences on 
board a ship, it is not necessary (except in the case of the master) 
to give notice of the accident. This may be not unreasonable when the 
crew is small; but where, as in the great liners, it is numbered by 
hundreds, and divided into different departments, as seamen, engineers 


* There is ancient English precedent for a benevolent decision on a question 
of fact. Action for land as widow's dower; defence that plaintiff was not of 
sufficient age at her husband's death to have been a wife in the ordinary sense. 
The judges having seen her awarded her seisin—‘‘ Whereat,”’ says the report, 
“many were surprised as she did not appear to,be eight years old’: Batecoke 
v. Coulynge (3 Year Books of Edward II. 190, Selden Society). 

t Robertson v. Allan Line (L. T. August 8, 1908). 

$ McDonald vy. Owners of S.s. Banana (24 T. L. R. 887). 





and firemen, stewards, &c., and a minor accident happens, it may well 
not be known to the master unless notice is given. The ship arrives, a 
man being what is known as a sea lawyer having met with a slight 
accident on the voyage is paid off, and, consulting a solicitor of the 
landshark types waits till the ship sails again, and then brings forward 
his claim. The shipowner has no information, and asks for the pro- 
ceedings to be delayed until the return of the ship. This is opposed 
unless an interim weekly payment (with costs) is made, and benevolent 
county court judges are found to make this condition a term of the 
delay. If the claim turns out to be groundless, the payment cannot 
be recovered, so the shipowner is probably forced into giving a lump 
sum to be rid of the case; or perhaps he makes the weekly payment, 
and awaits the return of the ship, and when she arrives again and he 
learns that the claim is groundless, and produces his witnesses to 
prove the fact, the case is simply dropped, the man disappears, at 
any rate is impecunious, and the shipowner has to lose the weekly 
payments made as well as his costs. What is the effect upon employers 
of this legislation and the decisions of the courts under it? It is true 
that against all the liabilities created by the Act the employer can, 
and when he is in a large way generally does, insure. But the 
premiums must include a profit to the insurer, and probably, having 
regard to the establishment and management expenses of the latter, 
the commission which he has to pay to his agents, and the profit he 
must make for himself, the premiums will in the end amount to an 
addition of from 40 to 50 per cent. to the value of the risk run. It 
is said that accident business in this country has not hitherto been 
in general a remunerative one, and premiums have risen. Nor can they 
fail to continue to rise further as the effect of the Act of 1906 and the 
decisions under it become better appreciated. Insurance companies 
may rush in at unremunerative rates in order to get the business, but 
they must live, and when they have got it they must raise their rates 
to a serious extent. The premium already charged where special risk 
of accident is incurred is a heavy burden upon the employer. For 
instance, the rate against liability for men working at steamships in 
Liverpool in loading and discharging, to cover only claims under 
£100 (those of £100 and upwards being covered by the shipowners in 
their association), varies from 44 to 7 per cent. on the amount of the 
total annual wages paid. When to this is added the cost of covering 
claims amounting to and exceeding £100, and of covering liability for 
the officers and crews, it will readily be seen that the protection against 
the risks under the Act casts a very considerable burden upon ship- 
owners.* It must be remembered that many small employers and 
householders never think of insuring, oblivious of the fact that they 
expose themselves to the risk of claims sufficient to drive them into 
bankruptcy. Why should they be forced to insure or to face ruin 
any more than the employé? Yet how important it is for the country 
not to overweight such employers, who have enough to contend 
with already in their competition with the great industrial 
concerns! What is the effect of this Lenape upon the 
employé? As the working of the Act of 1 gets more widely 
known it must tend much more than the Act of 1897 did to 
restrict employment, and_ especially to drive out of work 
men and women of weak physique, or getting into years, who run greater 
risks than others, and by this means to add to the great army of the 
unemployed and unemployable. The Act of 1897 certainly had that effect 
in regard to the employments coming under its operation, and the Act 
of 1906, as’ it includes nearly ali employments, must have a still greater 
effect in this direction. There are many weak and elderly persons who 
could be employed in useful occupations to their own benefit and that of 
the community who are thus excluded. If, as the Lord Chancellor says, 
physical disability has nothing to do with the question of accident, the 
only safe course for an employer to adopt is to have the employé 
medically examined before engagement, and to reject him if — 
unsound. But how cruel would be the result! At the Trades Union Con- 
gress held at Nottingham, 10th September, 1908, a resolution was 
adopted protesting against the action of employers in refusing to employ 
workmen over forty, or having some slight physical defect “ owing to the 
embargo placed upon them by the insurance companies.’’+ There is here, 
perhaps, some exaggeration of the evil complained of, but that an evil 
of this nature exists is undoubted, and it is the inevitable result of the 
ill-judged legislation referred to which benefits the young and strong at 
the expense of the old andweak. Another result as to domestic servants 
is inevitable. An employer who would wish fram the good feeling which 
he bears towards his servants as one of his household, often it may rather 
be said of his family, to help him in distress whatever the cause, is 
becoming possessed of the idea that now the law compels him he will 
do no more than the law requires. “Hast thou appealed unto Cesar? 
Unto Cesar shall thou go.” Another very important point is the 
tendency which Workmen’s Compensation Acts necessarily have to make 
a workman more negligent of the safety of his fellow than of old. If 
he knows that the burden of an accident will not fall on the victim, nor 
he himself be necessarily looked upon as worthy of censure by the latter, 
he will have less incentive to care. I understand that it is said by the 
Lancashire miners that since the Act of 1897 there has been less care 
on the part of employers to prevent accidents. This does not seem 
likely, as the Lancashire colliery owners are protected by mutual in- 














* At Rotterdam the master stevedores have until recently made a charge to 
shipowners of 7 per cent.*on the wages, but now, under a new decree of the 
Dutch Government altering the classification of the various grades of workmen 
under the State insurance scheme, this charge is raised to 21 per cent.—Shipping 
Gazette, September 11, 1908. 

t Zines, September 11, 1908. 
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surance only. But Mr. Stephen Walsh, M.P.,* agent at Wigan for the 
Lancashire and Cheshire Miners’ Federation, quotes statistics which 
seem clearly to show (whoever is to blame) that accidents to miners 
generally have very considerably increased since 1897. It is natural to 
connect that increase with the Act of that year and the existing Act. 
My experience is that accidents in shore work connected with ships has 
also increased, and this although Government regulations have been 
made which tend to diminish the risk of the employment. It was said 
when the Act of 1897 was passed that its effect would be to save the 
poor rates from having to support the injured man. But when the 
option given to the owner to redeem his liability is exercised, or (what 
much more frequently happens) when a lump sum settlement is arrived 
at by agreement, it very often happens that the amount received is 
wasted ‘by the man and his so-called friends in drink, or other mis- 
chievous or useless expenditure, and that he comes upon the rates after 
all. More important, however, than all these considerations is the effect 
which the Act of 1897 had, and that of 1906 is having, upon the character 
of employés. On the occasion of the last annual meeting of the British 
Medical Association, held in July, 1908, an eminent surgeon, Professor 
Pye-Smith, of the University of Sheffield, having wide experience in that 
great manufacturing centre, speaking of this legislation, said: “It is sad 
to find by painful experience to what an extent unfair advantage is taken 
of such provisions as these last’ by some of those for whose benefit the 
laws were framed. Instead of honestly trying to get back to work as 
soon as possible, thus proving their manly independence and retaining 
their self-respect, the injured workmen, in too many instances, try to 
persuade themselves and their medical examiners that they are incapaci- 
tated for work long after their condition justifies such a contention. 
The hope of obtaining a lump sum as compensation no doubt acts in 
some cases as a strong motive to profess that no improvement is taking 
place in their condition. ‘Thus they tend to drift into permanent idle- 
ness, bringing comparative poverty on their families, and becoming 
miserable moral wrecks.” And at the last annual conference of the Life 
and Health Assurance Association, held in August, 1908, Dr. Lauzen- 
Brown spoke strongly of the fraudulent and exaggerated claims made 
under the Act. The senior physician to one of the great Liverpool 
hospitals writes to me: “From our experience, the Act has in general 
exercised a decidedly demoralising effect on workmen, especially on those 
who are, as a Tule, disinclined to steady labour. We are pestered with 
friends making the most ridiculous claims for compensation where no 
grounds exist, and even in case of heart disease they assert that some 
trifling accident has accelerated deatht We find that it is a mistake 
to give these workmen large sums of money.” The same physician has 
informed me of a striking case showing the wisdom of the latter state- 
ment. A workman who had received an injury to his hand was given 
£75 in lieu of weekly payments. Before very long he came to the 
hospital suffering from delirium tremens. He told the doctor that he 
had spent £60 of this in drink, and £15 on what he was pleased to call 
his friends, and that he had had a good time out of the compensation. 
He seemed to take a pride in telling the story. In a recent case in 
which my firm on medical advice paid a man £100 compensation, his 
wife within a few months summoned him, on the ground of persistent 
cruelty, for a separation order, alleging that since the payment he had 
done very little work, and he then admiffed that he had only £3 left, 
and did not allege any inability to work. The amount of malingering 
and the number of fraudulent and grossly exaggerated claims have 
been alarming to any one caring for the national character, and they 
are necessarily supported by deception and perjury. The temptation 
offered by the statute has been too great, and it is increased by every 
benevolent decision. A great blow has thus been struck at the honesty 
and independence of the British employé; and if this state of things 
continues, he will in many cases become a poor creature 
without backbone, leaning on the employer as his keeper, much 
as a pauper of Poplar is taught to lean on his poor law 
guardian. On a recent occasion that great man of independent 
mind, President Roosevelt, spoke of American citizens, “each standing 
ruggedly on his feet as a man should.” He said, “I dcn’t believe in 
coddling anyone. Very properly in this country we set our faces against 
privilege.’’+ In the United Kingdom Parliament is coddling the em- 
ployé. The old legal privilege of rank has for all material purposes long 
disappeared. The legal privilege of labour takes its place. Why should 
not the British citizen as we!l as the American stand “ruggedly on his 
feet”? Is the manly position of the latter the better preserved because 
the Supreme Court of the United States has declared a Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act passed by Congress to be unconstitutional and void ?§ 
Professor Pye-Smith adds: “I fear such cases are sometimes supported 
in making too much of their aches ani pains by members of our (the 
medical) profession,’’ and suggests that a medical assessor should always 
assist the court—a suggestion with which I entirely agree, only he 
should be a man of high standing in his profession, and should receive 
adequate remuneration. You cannot expect an eminent physician or 
surgeon to sit as assessor for a payment of £2 2s., which is, I think, the 
fee paid for a medical referee. Al] familiar with cases under the Com. 
pensation Acts know that the fact is as feared by Professor Pye-Smith. 
There seems also to be a practice on the part of some medical men 
employed by labour unions to give certificates that men are still in 


* Liverpool Daily Post and Mercury, August 24, 1908. 

¢ These persons must have meditated with profit upon the Lord Chancellor's 
judgment in Iemay v¥. Williamson (supra). 

t Spectator, August 18, 1908. 

§ Employers’ Liability Acts similar to the British Act of 1880 exist in several 
of the United States, such as New York, Massachusetts, Alabama, Indiana, and 
Colorado: Reno's Employers’ Liability Acts, 2nd edition, Indianapolis. 


capacitated after an accident without taking steps to ascertain the fact. 

Upon such a certificate the employer or insurance company goes on 
paying the allowance to the man’s order after he has recovered and 
gone into another employment. No doubt the fee which the doctor 
receives for the certificate forms too small a remuneration for the trouble 
involved, but that circumstance does not justify it being given without 
first ascertaining that it is true. On the other hand, Dr. Lauzen-Brown 
condemns young hospital surgeons for giving information about the 
injuries and probabilities of recovery of injured workmen to their em- 
ployers and their insurance companies, which he considers to be a 
breach of their professional duty to their patients. As medica] men 
would be bound in court to state the facts I cannot see anything wrong 
in this; but the information ought to be available to both sides equally, 
and the hospital surgeon should not look upon himself as the advocate 
of either. There is a practice of which I have heard upon trustworthy 
information which cannot be too highly condemred.. I am told that an 
arrangement is often made between a solicitor of a certain class and a 
surgeon of a like class, that the latter is only to be paid in case the 
claimant succeeds in getting an award As this offers an inducement 
to the witness to give false evidence, I think that any solicitor who is 
known to be a party to such an arrangement deserves to be brought 
before the Discipline Committee of the society, and to have his miscon- 
duct reported to the court, while the surgeon would deserve the correc- 
tion of the Medical Council ; and I trust that some of these persons will 
meet with their reward. There are, I have reason to know, some 
members of our profession who in other respects conduct claims 
under the Act in a most unscrupulous manner, and who resort to 
such tricks and devices as are deserving of the severest censure. I am 
also informed on good authority that touts are employed by these 
persons, who obtain from the hospital porter or lodging-house keeper 
the names and addresses of injured workmen, and induce them to place 
their cases in the hands of the solicitors in question. The latter may 
usefully be reminded that in 1902 the Discipline Committee reported a 
case of police court touting to the court—it was mixed up with other 
matter of graver import—and the solicitor was suspended for a year; 
but the Lord Chief Justice said : ‘‘ With reference to the touting it is 
quite possible that if there is nothing but touting the matter may have 
to be considered as to what class of touting constitutes professional 
misconduct.”** This shows that some class of this offence against 
professional honour would subject the solicitor to be suspended or struck 
off the roll, and I cannot but hope that the court would find conduct 
such as I have mentioned sufficient for this purpose. I have also heard 
of cases in which the solicitor taking up a case on speculation bargains 
for a large proportion of the damages in case of success, which again is 
most objectionable. I am bound also to say that I have come across 
cases in which the solicitor and the doctor acting for the injured man, 
and previous to the Act of 1906 the solicitor acting for the dependants 
of a man killed, have received considerable fees for doing very little, 
and the amounts paid for compensation have been decidedly less than 
those which might have been recovered, a state of things which cer- 
tainly gives food for serious reflection, The Act of 1906, which requires 
the compensation due in case of death to be paid into court in all cases, 
has made a beneficial change in this respect. I need not, of course, say 
that there are very many other solicitors who, while zealous for the 
interest of their clients in claims under the Act, conduct their quises 
with due regard to professional honour. In support of some claims 
money is obtained by the claimant under false pretences, and in others 
perjury is committed. But there is no one to prosecute.t The cir- 
cumstances are generally only known to the parties concerned, the 
employé, the employer, and the insurance companies. Of all these it is 
hard to find any to take the necessary steps to expose the evils existing 
under the Act. The employé naturally is silent; the employer hands 
over his liabilities to his insurer. The insurance companies would 
regret to see the Act repealed, because they look to making a profitable 
business out of it, and their main idea is to settle each individual case 
as speedily and cheaply as possible, and they fight shy of prosecutions. 
The Act brings grist to the mills of the lawyer and the medical man. 
Thus very little is said and nothing done by those who have the 
necessary knowledge of what is going on, and so it happens that large 
numbers of the employés of this country are being degraded in character 
without the more educated and intelligent of the general public being 
aware of the fact. This is my main reason for speaking out. 
In my view the whole policy of the Workmen’s Compensation Acts is 
wrong, and that now existing should be repealed. It should be replaced 
by one of two systems— 

(1) By a law making the employer iiable for negligence of his em- 
ployés causing injury to those in the same service. Contributory neg- 
ligence should be taken into consideration not as totally defeating the 
claim for compensation, but as modifying it, so that the claimant would 
recover such a proportion of the whole as the gravity of his fault bears 
to the total of the faults causing the injury. If he were slightly to 
blame let the court give him, say, three-fourths, or if much to blame 


* Shorthand notes of judgment in the possession of the Council. The report 
of this case in 37 Law Journal, p. 280, is not apparently quite accurate. 


+t The first prosecution has just occurred. A werkman was indicted for both 
offences. He pleaded guilty to perjury. He had been in custody nearly two 
months for want of bail. The benevolent Recorder of London thought the jus- 
tices might have admitted him to bail on his own recognisances, and the benevo- 
lent prosecuting counsel having withdrawn the second charge as it related to 
the same matter, the Recorder having regard to his detention discharged him! 
He expressed a hope that this might be a lesson to the man. It will probably 
be a lesson to many rascals of the slight risk attendant on their fraudulent 
practices. 
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one-fourth, and so on. This is the principle upon which damages done 
to vessels in a collision where both are to blame is apportioned in France, 
Belgium, and several other countries, and which it is now sought to 
make of universal application in the civilized world. The English Ad- 
miralty Court divides the damage equally, a system which only approxi- 
mates towards the perfect justice of the foreign rule referred to.* 
Claims under the law which I propose should be dealt with by the 
county court judges without a jury, as at present. If such an Act as I 
suggest were passed the Employers’ Liability Act should be repealed. 
There would then be only one law instead of three under which the 
employé would proceed, which would remove the existing confusion as to 
the best remedy for him to adopt. 

(2) In the alternative a syetem of relief should be established super- 
seding both the Workmen’s Compensition Act and the Employers’ 
Liability Act, based on contribution both by employer and employed, 
which might well be extended to sickness as well as injury and death 
from either cause. One great advantage of such a system would be that 
employés would be interested in preventing and exposing fraudulent and 
exaggerated claims by their fellows. But I am quite aware that this 
is not a course whigh Parliament will adopt. All political parties are 
so pledged to the general principles first established by the Act of 1897 
that they cannot be changed. I therefore confine myself to recommend- 
ing the following amendments as shown by experience gained under the 
present Act to be very desirable. ; 

(1) Restore the provisions of the Act of 1897 as to the effect of serious 
and wilful misconduct so as to make it a bar to all claims. : 

(2) Define accident in such a way as to exclude the class of cases which 
the decision of the House of Lords in Williamson v.I smay has included. 

(3) Exclude illegitimate dependants. 

(4) Put a reasonable limit to the total liability of the employer under 
the Act as was done in the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, and as is 
now done in the Workmen’s Compensation Acts prevailing in a large 
part of the British Empire.t A 

(5) Restore the provisions of the Act of 1897 as to the basis of weekly 
payment for partial injury and payment for death and the time when 
they begin. . : 

(6) Where an operation is desirable, involves no appreciable risk of 
life, and is of such a nature that a reasonable man not in receipt of a 
weekly payment would undergo it, permit the-stopping of the allowance 
until it is submitted to. outa 

(7) Provide for the appointment of a medical assessor to sit with the 
county court judge on the demand of either party, making provision for 
a sufficient remuneration to him.+ ; 

(8) Give diseretion to ths county court to require security for costs. 

(9) Require the claimant to pay the usual court fees on commencing 
proceedings. ; : 

If these amendments were adopted some of the evil done to employes, 
both as to employment and character, and some of the injustice done to 
employers by legislation would be remedied. 

Mr. H. F. Brown (Chester) said that as an employer of labour he 
had had the opportunity of observing the operation of the Act. The 
better class of workman preferred to ‘‘ stand ruggedly on his own feet, 
and hated coddling legislation. Then there was undoubtedly another 
class which did take unfair advantage of the Act, and which at the 
same time suffered from it, for undoubtedly the Act did tend to unem- 
ployment. With regard to one of the businesses he carried on when the 
Act came into operation, some of the firms in his district just managed 
to carry on their business. To others the Act was the last straw, 
and they closed their works. Their best men got other situations, the 
second-rate men, he was afraid, did not, and —— generally 
looked round to see how they might reduce their staffs or replace the 
inferior men with picked men. In that case the result to the class 
intended to be benefited had been unfortunate. The Act had un- 
doubtedly resulted in unemployment, and such results must follow 
where one class of the community was taxed for the benefit of the 
other. =H 

Mr. J. H. Cooke (Winsford) pointed out that the Statute of Limita- 
tions did not apply where the Act was concerned. He suggested that 
that there should be a limit under a new Statute of Limitations applying 
to claims. The Employers’ Liability Act in Germany was based 
on contributions by employer and employed, and was working very 
satisfactorily. 

Mr. 8. > — (Bury) thought that in view of the fact that old 
age pensions had just been introduced Parliament would scarcely be 
likely to go back to the extent of in any way minimising compensation 
to employés. As a coroner he had come to the conclusion that there 
was a vast amount of malingering. He was persuaded there was no 
effective way of dealing with workmen’s compensation except upon the 
contributory principle. He urged that solicitors should take the lead 
in expressing an opinion to that effect, and he did not think that in 








* The principle of apportioning the damages according to the gravity of th 
fault applies in Belgium, and I believe also in France, to injury done both to 
employés and to strangers. I am in favour of extending the English law to the 
case of the latter as well as to the former, but that is another question. There 
are now, however, Workmen’s Compensation Acts in both countries which, so far 
pen regards the employés comprised in them, override the principle referred to. 

: io, South Australia, Western Australia, Queensland, and New 
MFA. nee a limit of £300 in some Acts and £400 in others. In Lower 
Caneda the principles of the French Civil Code (Art. 1384) prevails. So. far as 
. on aware there is no Workmen's Compensation or Employers’ Liability Act 
existing in any part of Canada except Ontario. In Tasmania and New Bruns- 
wick there are Employers’ Liability Acts similar to ours, 


+ This would afford a gcod check upon the unreasonably divergent testimony 
t ‘ 


of medical witnesses. 





Se Sg run even the Labour members of Parliament would be opposed 
it. 


Lanp Transrer Rerorm. 


Mr. J. S. Rusinstern (London) read a paper as follows :— 

After some introductory remarks, Mr. Rubinstein said that the fact is 
not known or realized that there are two methods of land transfer, 
both covered in popular language by the term “ registration,”’ that 
are as distinct as possible the one from the other. Under one method 
property is transferred by a deed that is completed outside and inde- 
pendently of the registry, the registry being used.simply to record the 
transaction, and to determine rights of priority. In this case the 
registry is known as a Deed Registry. With a very few exceptions 
every country in the world has a registry of this character . The second 
method of registration is that known as Registration of Titles. This 
method aims at abolishing deeds altogether, the registry officials under- 
taking all character of work incident to property. Every transaction 
has to be carried out in a prescribed manned, the registry being the 
sole evidence of title. Registries of titles are of two charteters—(1) 
compulsory, (2) optional. The compulsory system is confined to Austria- 
Hungary and Germany, The optional system exists in England and in 
Australia and New Tontends In these colonial dominions the system 
is known as the Torrens system. Where optional registries exist owners 
can elect to utilise the registry or to carry out their transactions outside 
by means of deeds prepared by themselves. In England the optional 
system has been a complete failure, for reasons to which I will refer 
presently. The authorities, however, apparently believe that its non- 
success 18 consequent upon its not being, as in Germany, a compulsory 
one, and the public generally have been led to accept the view that 
the German registry of titles is an invaluable institution. My firm 
belief is that the compulsory system is absolutely unsuited to and 
unworkable in this country, An that its application here would be 
disastrous both for the public and the property owner. The system 
is also, in my view, valueless here as an optional one. On the other 
hand, I am convinced that our method of transfer by deed—a method 
common to very country in the world with the exceptions referred to 
—is the best possible system for practical purposes, but that that 
system should be supplemented by the establishment of deed registries 
such as exist almost universally outside of England. The objects I 
have therefore in view is to prove : (1) that the registry of titles that 
exists in this country does not, and cannot, serve any good purpose, and 
should therefore be abolished ; (2) that local registries of deeds should 
be established in every county in England. A registry of titles was 
first established in this country by the Land Transfer Act of 1862. 
This Act brought the Land Registry Office into existence. The office 
was reconstituted by an Act passed in 1875. The optional system 
established by these Acts failed to attract and the office consequently 
did not do any business. In 1897 another Act was passed to secure 
the trial as an experiment of the compulsory registration of title in 
one county for a limited period. The compulsory system has under 
the provisions of this last Act been in operation in the County of 
London since January, 1899. It was at the time understood that an 
inquiry would follow the three years’ trial; the inquiry has been post- 
poned for nearly ten years. You are aware that in July last a Royal 
Commission was appointed to consider and report upon the working 
of the Land Transfer Acts, and whether any amendments are desirable. 
It is-anticipated that the Commission will begin its work almost imme- 
diately. In order to make the position clear it is necessary to trace 
briefly the evolution in conveyancing that has taken place since 1862, 
the date of the first Land Transfer Act. Undoubtedly the system of 
conveyancing in operation at that time was complicated, dilatory, and 
costly. The expense was due to the fact that titles were, as a rule, 
long and complicated, frequently necessitating resort to counsel to 
aid in the task of investigation. As a consequence of the system then 
in vogue, whereby the remuneration of solicitors pdm Me upon the 
length of deeds and the number of attendances and letters necessary in 
camh case, the costs were frequently quite out of proportion to the 
value of the property dealt with. The desire to escape from a system 
that was complained of with every justice was, therefore, a natural 
one, and it was not surprising that many thought that the institution 
of a registry of titles such as existed in Germany offered a practical 
solution. It is true that at the time many of the leading conveyancers 
here, including Lord St. Leonards, strenuously opposed the introduction 
of such a registry, as they urged that an official system was wholly 
incompatible with the freedom property owners in this country were 
allowed in dealing with their properties. The defects of the then 
existing system of transfer were, however, so glaring that Lord Wesrt- 
bury, in 1862, succeeded in passing the first Land Registry Act— 
thereby bringing into existence a voluntary registry of titles for the 
whole country. The Act of 1862 gave property owners throughout the 
kingdom the opportunity of registering their titles as “ indefeasible.” 
At the outset a few owners, attracted by the novelty, registered their 
titles. The difficulty, expense, and delay of registration were soon found, 
however, to be prohibitive, and when in cuurse of time it became known 
that dealings with registered property were far more cumbrous and 
expensive than dealings carried out under the old system, the registry 
was absolutely shunned. The Act consequently proved a dismal failure. 
The advocates of a registration system were not, however, prepared to 
recognize that the failure was irretrievable, and Lord Cairns, already 
one of the foremost ey ag experts, after a close study of the 
subject, framed and passed in 1875 the second Land Transfer Act. The 
first main problem he had to solve was to devise a m of placing 
titles on the register without subjecting owners to the prohibitive 
* 
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expense and delay involved in adequately investigating their titles. 
Lord Cairns proposed to effect this by a process of registration in stages. 
He accordingly provided for three successive degrees of titles, namely, 
“possessory,” “ qualified,” and “absolute.” He thought that the office 
should without investigation allow owners to register their titles as 
YE rrsaerr This title was not to absolve a purchaser from the need 
of investigation, but it was apparently thought that after a certain lapse 
of time the same title could on a subsequent transfer be registered as 
“ qualified,” and that such a title would materially limit a subsequent 
investigation. And further that after the title had been on the register 
a sufficient period of time the original title would then automatically 
mature into an “absolute” one. However unimpeachable the idea of 
progressive titles was in theory, it was in practice found to be unwork- 
able. It was soon realised that a “ possessory” title could never mature 
into an “absolute” one, and that a “ qualified” title—a title showing 
a flaw on its face—was one that no one would take. As a result the 
Act of 1875 proved as great a failure as the first Act. Whatever disap- 
pointment Lord Cairns may have felt at the breakdown of the measure 
to which he had given such time and pains, his anxiety for reforming 
the old system of conveyancing remained as strong as ever. The convic- 
tion had, however, by that time grown upon him that, owing to the 
free conditions under which property was held in this country and the 
consequent necessity for an unfettered method of dealing therewith, it 
was impossible to devise a registration system of sufficient simplicity 
and elasticity. He therefore decided that the true remedy for the defects 
of the old practice was to be found in simplifying titles, ‘by shortening 
deeds, and restricting costs to a limited ad valorem scale. It is quite 
unnecessary for me to remind this meeting how marvellously the Acts 
passed by Lord Cairns in 1881 have succeeded in carrying out these 
objects. The Acts have now been in operation for over a quarter of a 
century, and it is no exaggeration to say that they have from the first 
worked, and are to day working, with the utmost smoothness and satis- 
faction throughout the country. It might be thought that the striking 
success of the system thus established by Lord Cairns would have given 
the coup de grace to the Land Registry. Unfortunately, however, such 
matters do not adjust themselves in accordance with the public interest. 
The death of Lord Cairns in 1885 and the appointment of Lord Halsbury 
as Lord Chancellor in 1886 were important events in their bearing on the 
fortunes of the Land Registry Office. Lord Halsbury never had, unfor- 
tunately, any conveyancing experience, and Lord Cairns’ Acts of 1881 had 
in 1886 been too short a period in operation for their value to be generally 
recognized. Imbued apparently with the idea that the old defects still 
existed, Lord Halsbury deemed it desirable to. make another effort to 
establish a registry of titles as the one and only system of land transfer. 
In his view, Lord Cairns’ Act of 1875 had broken down — because 
it was a permissive measure, and would have worked successfully if it 
had been made compulsory instead of permissive. Consequently, between 
1887 and 1897 he introduced measures to make the provisions of the Act 
of 1875 compulsory throughout the country. Parliament declined to 
concur in the view that an Act that had failed as a permissive one, and 
had been abandoned by its author as unworkable, only required to be 
made compulsory to ensure success. In 1897, however, Parliament was 
induced to consent to an experimental trial of the system of compulsory 
registration in one county in England for a period intended to be limited 
to three years. It is now ancient history that the London County 
Council was led, in spite of a crushing consensus of expert opinion to 
the contrary, to consent to the trial of the system as a compulsory 
measure taking place in the County of London. It is sufficient to note 
that the consent was given, and that as a consequence the system has 
been on trial in London since January 1, 1899. I have already men- 
tioned that the only countries that have a system of compulsory registry 
of titles are the German-speaking nations. It mwst be borne in mind 
that in these nations the State stands for everything. Officialdom is a 
fetish. Compulsion an idol. Individualism is hardly tolerated. There 
is, it is true, grave reason to fear we are drifting in the same direction. 
Quite recently, in a leading article in the Zimes, I read that there is 
“a perfect mania at present for meddling with everybody's business and 
handing over everybody's duties to some State official.” Al] the same, I 
refuse to believe that the Royal Commission will deem it desirable to 
advise that we should exchange the freedom with regard to property 
which we now possess for the autocratic and iron-bound methcds that 
are accepted by the German nations as an integral part of their Govern- 
ment. Under ‘the Acts of 1875 and 1897, rules as binding as the Acts 
of Parliament themselves can be made for securing the due working of 
the system. Rules long and rules short have from time to time been 
made, but it is practically admitted that the system is as unworkable 
to day as on the day the first’ Act came into operation. The authorities 
have had and have exercised an absolutely free hand in shaping the 
machinery in any way they thought fit, and we have had painful 
experience of the fact that they have, by the issue of almost countless 
rules, made innumerable attempts to evolve a workable system. We may 
be sure that, with the professional and expert aid that they would com- 
mand, the system would long ere this have taken a workable shape 
if such a thing had been possible. It is therefore hardly to 
be expected that the commissioners will succeed in devising a 
method of dealing with the conditions that have to be met in view of 
the absolute and complete failure that has for nearly fifty years 
followed the strenuous efforts that have been made in the same direction. 
In addition to Lord St. Leonards and Lord Cairns practically all the 
recognised modern conveyancing experts have been wholly opposed to 
compulsory registration, such experts, for instance, as Mr. Joshua Wil- 
liams, Q.C., Lord Thring. Sir H. W. Elphinstone, Mr. W. Barber, Q.C., 
and Mr. E. P. Wolstenholme. I will, however, content myself with one 











or two quotations from the work of an expert whose ability and know- 
ledge of the subject are recognised on all sides. I refer to Mr. C. 
Fortescue Brickdale, the Registrar of the Land Registry. Mr. Brick- 
dale published in 1886, a few years before he had any connection with 
the registry, a most valuable work entitled, Registration of Title to 
Land and How to Establish it Without Cost or Compulsion. The work 
contains eo many and such clear and convincing arguments against com- 
pulsion that my firm belief is that if the commissioners were to rely 
on this work alone they would not require a single additional word 
to induce them to concur in the reasoned conclusions against compulsion 
on which the author insisted. Considerations of time do not permit me 
to quote at any length, but the drift of Mr, Brickdale’s. arguments can 
be gathered from the following quotation: “Primdé facie, it would 
certainly appear that no system really beneficial to landowners would 
require to be forced upon them, and, of course, to apply compulsion to 
any system not really beneficial would be a wild injustice. : . 
again, in view of past experience, is :t wise to make any Act compulsory 
before it is proved that it works well? The present compulsory schemes 
assume that if the primary difficulty of getting titles on to the register 
can be removed, the oe A and cheap dispatch of business in the office 
can be confidently hoped for from certain alterations which it is proposed 
to make in the office practice. This may be 60, but is it sufficiently 
clear that it will be so to justify its compulsory enforcement? It was 
confidently hoped that certain alterations in the procedure would render 
initial registration speedy and cheap under Lord Cairns’ Act, and with 
what result?” Lord Cairns’ Act of 1875—-the Act that Mr. Brickdale 
refers to as having failed—is the same Act that is in compulsory opera- 
tion to-day. The commissioners will, it is hoped, endorse the view 
Mr. Brickdale expressed in 1886 by finding that its compulsory operation 
is a “wild injustice.” Another passage that I may be permitted to 
quote contains an argument against compulsion that wil, I believe, 
strike you as it strikes me as unanswerable. After replying at length 
to the suggestion that the Acts of 1862 and 1875 had failed, owing to the 
opposition of solicitors, and giving many rea.ons to prove this suggestion 
was without an atom of justification, he continued as follows: “ Apart 
from the ‘hostility of solicitors,’ what excuse for compulsion remains? 
On what ground can it be justified for a moment? Is it part of a 
man’s public duty to improve the selling value of his own property? 
Are a man's own successors in title to be clothed with a corporate 
existence, and endued with rights against him, enforceable by riek of 
dispossession should he ignore them? Whom does it hurt if a man can- 
not readily prove that his property is his own Does it damage the 
neighbours? Is it a public nuisance? Does it offend against the general 
morality? Does it deceive anyone to his hurt? Joes it prejudice 
posterity any more than many another unbusinesslike thing that a man 
may lawfully indulge in, such as neglecting his shop, or not weeding his 
garden? Why should the landowner or the purchaser of land (belong- 
ing, as he usually does, to a claes which is better educated and more 
enlightened than any other in the community) require to be taught his 
own interests by pains and penalties, when all other people are trusted 
to find them out for themselves? Or, if to register be not to his own 
interest, why should he be forced to confer benefits on strange and un- 
ascertained persons against his will, at his own expense, and probably at 
a very appreciable amount of immediate inconvenience? If the new 
system is really a good one, it may rely on its own merits to promote it; 
the demand for any other promoter sounds far more like a confession of 
weakness than an assertion of strength. In short, either compulsion 
is unnecessary or it, is unjust.” As Mr, Brickdale is now the foremost 
advocate for compulsion, it would be very interesting to know in what 
way he would to-day reply to the arguments he himself so eloquently 
and convincingly put forward in 1886. Since 1862 five inquiries have 
taken place into the system of compuleory registration of title. These 
inquiries do not give the supporters of compulsion a werd of comfort. 
I will refer briefly to each of them. (1) 1868, May.—-A Royal Commis- 
sion consisting of twelve members was appointed under the chairmanshi 

of Lord Romilly. In November, 1869, their report, then published, 
summarized their conclusion. Their view as to compulsion may be 
gathered from their lukewarm proposal: “That the existing system of 
registry shou!d be continued for those who desire to avail themselves of 
it.”’ (2) 1878, December.—The House of Commons appointed a Select 
Committee of nineteen members under the chairmanship of Mr. Osborne 
Morgan. From their report, presented in June, 1879, paragraphs will be 
found in the Appendix. Here again the committee would not have any- 
thing to do with compulsion. They thought it “sufficient to observe 
that it would be very difficult to force upon every purchaser or mort- 
gagee in this country a mode of dealing with his property which not one 
purchaser or mortgagee in 20,000 at present adopts of his own accord.” 
They go on to say: “ Your committee feel that in arriving at the above 
conclusion they are only acting upon the axiom which is laid down by 
the Royal Commiesioners of 1888 in their report, and which they believe 
to be perfectly sound, that ‘for an institution to flourish in a free country 
it must offer to people the thing that they want.’’’ (3) 1885, November. 
-The Bar Committee appointed a sub-committee under the chairmanship 
first of Lord Davey (then Sir Horace Davey) and later of Lord Justice 
Rigby (then Mr. Righv, Q.C.). Their report, adopted by the Bar 
Committee in March, 1886, attributed the failure of the Act of 1875 to 
six causes. Their conclusion with regard to compulsion is clear from the 
statement they make that “Lord Cairns’ Act of 1875 failed more con- 
spicuously if possible than its precursor of 1862. . . . There can be 
no doubt that if either the Act of 1862 or the Act of 1875 had been made 
compulsory, it would have proved to be an intolerable public nuisance ; 
that it would have effected an almost complete obstruction of business ; 
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that it would have provoked a formidable burst of rage and indignation ; 
and that it would have been repealed on the very next session of Parlia. 
ment.” Ihave always been of opinion that these predictions would have 
proved literally true if ,instead of being confined to London, the system had 
been eg into operation throughout the country. (4) 1895, May.— 
A Select Committee of fifteen members was appointed the House of 
Commons to consider the Land Transfer Bat 1895. rd Loreburn 
(then Sir Robert Reid) was appointed chairman. A large number of 
witnesses were examined, including Lord Halsbury, who was responsible 
for the Bill, but who frankly admitted that he had had no conveyancing 
oy og since the days of his Pupilage. a time presumably prior to 
1850, the date of his call to the bar. With the exception of Lord 
Halsbury, all the witnesses were unanimous against the proposal to 
make registration of title ar In July, 1895, however, the 
committee reported that in view of the then impending dissolution it 
was not possible to complete the evidence. This result was most unfor- 
tunate. (5) 1906, May.—A Royal Commission of seven members (in- 
cluding Mr. Brickdale, the registrar) was appointed under the chair- 
manship of Lord Dunedin to consider the expediency of extending a 
system of registration of title to Scotland. Evidence has been taken, 
but a report has not yet been presented. The evidence was unhappily 
taken in camera, notwithstanding the public importance of the subject 
and the fact that the witnesses themselves desired publicity. The report 
is long overdue, but it is very significant that it is the opponents of 
compulsion who are urging its publication. Whatever the explanation 
may be, it is a fact that the land registry officials do not share our 
preference for publicity—indeed, I believe they would be more than 
grateful if the report was never produced. The TJimes, recently 
os to the Scotch Commission, said ‘‘the evidence which it has 
collected and its report, which cannot be long delayed, must be of use 
to the English Commission.’’ Time alone will tell if this anticipation 
as to the early issue of the report is justified. There is strong ground 
for holding the view that the authorities would have acted with real 
insight if, instead of appointing the Scotch Commission to inquire into 
the expediency of extending the English registration system to Scotland, 
they had appointed an English Commission to inquire into the expe- 
diency of extending the Scotch system of deed registry to England. 
This is at all events the view that is universally held north of the 
border. A study of the conclusions come to by the various tribunals, 
who have ali examined the system of registration and found it wanting, 
is sufficient to destroy the popular delusion that all the practical experts 
here favour a system of registration of title. This view, for which 
there is not an atom of justification, has always been and still is 
sedulously circulated by the Land Registry officials. As a matter of 
fact, the experts are almost to a man opposed to the system. Eliminate 
the officials and the theorists, and it will be found that during the last 
thirty years it is hardly possible to name a single practical expert who 
had or has a good word to say for the system. - Time will not 
permit me to compare, as I would like to do, Lord Cairns’ system with 
the system of registration of title on the pacers of (a) simplicity, (4) 
dispatch, {c) expense, and (d) security. I have done so elsewhere, and 
I believe I have shown conclusively that the registration system cannot 
exist side by side with Lord Cairns’ system. T will here only indicate 
a few salient features that are sufficient to demonstrate the truth of 
my contention. (a) The claim of simplicity falls to pieces at the first 
touch. It is impossible to maintain that a system can be a simple one 
that depends on four different character of titles (‘‘ possessory,”’ 
‘* qualified,” ‘‘ absolute,’’ and ‘‘ good leasehold”’) in place of one—a 
system that is governed by two conflicting Acts of Parliament (1875 and 
1897) and 371 rules and 73 forms. The decisions in the cases of the 
Capital and Counties Bank v. Rhodes (Court of Appeal, 1903) and in 
Weymouth v. Davis (1908) completely dispose of any suggestion of 
simplicity. () As regards dispatch it is only necessary to bear in mind 
the methods of business pursued by Government departments. Business 
must be regulated with strict regard to office hours and holidays. 
Further, the work performed by officials cannot be divorced from 
routine, and routine is fatal to expedition. The case of Weymouth v. 
Davis is a good illustration of the business ideas of the Registry Office, 
and indicates how far removed are the officials from touch and sympathy 
with persons forced to resort to the office. (c) On the point of expense 
I have set out in the Appendix a table giving the costs under Lord 
Cairns’ Act with the increased fees payable consequent on registration. 
It will be seen that on purchases of amounts between £100 and £1,000 
the increase ranges between 20 and 30 per cent. It is not out of place 
to point out here that there is no justification for the view that is so 
frequently expressed that solicitors’ ordinary scale costs are so high as 
to seriously hamper the tranfer of property. The very moderate scale 
fees, plus the ad valorem stamp duties payable to solicitors and to the 
Government respectively on a purchase, are too small an addition 
to the purchase-money to be in any sense restrictive. These 
expenses are in this country far less than they are elsewhere. In 
France, where subdivision of land is carried out probably to a larger 
extent than in any cther part of the world, the expenses are about three 
times greater than they are here. (d) I have frequently dealt with the 
very wide door the system opens for the commission of fraud. Appalling 
facilities are afforded (a) for enabling a person to obtain a possessory 
title to any property he chooses, (b) by the duplication of documents of 
title that the system necessitates, and (c) by the ease with which certifi- 
cates of title can be altered. To prove the accuracy of my conclusions, I 
need only refer you to the cases of Marshall v. Robertson (1905) and 
Attorney-General v. Odell (1906). It is doubtless asserted by the Land 
Registry officials that all the present drawbacks are consequent on the 
system being in a transi state, and that the defects will disappear 
when in course of time all titles becume absolute. There is in my view 








nothing whatever to warrant the acceptance of this sanguine view. It 
is necessary in the first place to recognize that:a “ possessory” title can 
never mature into an “ absolute’’ one. In 1902 I read a paper at the 
Building Societies’ Congress entitled “ Legislation pour Rire,” setting out 
the grounds for this statement. Mr. Brickdale was present, and made 
an explanation which bore out my statement to the letter. I have 
reprinted his explanation in the Appendix, and I have added a few words 
that will make it clear why a purchase deed can, and why a certificate 
of possessory title cannot, in course of time become a g root of title. 
The theory that a purchaser of a title registered as absolute need make 
no investigation is wholly wrong. I have set out in the Appendix the 
various matters a prudent purchaser must attend to in purchasing an 
absolute title. A consideration of the matters referred to will prove 
how difficult it is to say that our work or r sibility is in any way 
lightened on the purchase of an absolute title. The effect on the value 
of land which is held on a registered title is worth consideration, because 
practical experience shows that value is reduced and not enhanced by 
registration. In one case a well-known society bought an estate regis- 
tered with an “indefeasible ” title under the Act of 1862. They found 
their business so hampered by the official requirements, that after a time 
they suggested to their allcottees the expediency of pe ed the society's 
conveyances without regard to the registry. Many of the allottees did 
so, but others deemed it necessary to register. I have never heard of 
an allottee who kept off the register suffering in consequence, but I have 
heard many bitter complaints from several of these whe elected to have 
their titles registered. The society I refer to would never again enter- 
tain the purchase of a registered estate. Another case I can give is 
equally significant. Some time back another well-known land society 
negotiated for the purchase of a building estate. After protracted nego- 
tiations the purchase-money was agreed upon. When, however, t 
contract for sale was sent to the society, whereby it appeared the title 
was registered as “ absolute,” the purchase fell through, as the society 
had suflicient experience to realize that the fact that every transaction 
would have to go through the Registry Office would seriously hamper 
them in the development of the property and in their dealings with 
their allottees. It is impossible to persuade a society accustomed to the 
present free and unfettered conditions under which they can develop, 
sell, and transfer their land, that there can be any gain or advantage 
in the interposition as between themselves and their purchasers of 
officials who have to be paid for their services, even if the value of such 
services is invisible. You can readily understand how the owner of the 
estate I am referring to felt when it came home to him that, conse- 
uent on registering his title as absolute at a heavy expense, he had lost 
the sale of his land. I have already indicated the strong views Mr. 
Brickdale formerly held as to the injustice of forcing people to adopt 
a system against their wishes. I can satisfy you in a few words that 
property owners not only do not desire the registration system, but that 
their one anxiety is to escape from its meshes. To make this clear, it is 
only necessary for me to refer you to two documents : (1) A repont, dated 
1907, of the Kensington Borough Council, with the facts and figures set 
out therein; (2) a table compiled from the official returns of the number 
of titles that have during the years 1899 to 1907 been registered respec- 
tively as “ ry,” “qualified,” “good leasehold,” and “ absolute.” 
The ‘‘ absolute ”’ tithe is the one title that can be voluntarily applied 
for, and it will be seen that out of the total of 110,964 titles registered 
in the nine years, only 193 freeholds and 359 leaseholds have been regis- 
tered as “ ute.” As the registry is open to the whole of England 
and Wales, the number barely averages one case per annum for each of 
the 53 counties. It surely does not want an additiona! word to prove 
from the registrar’s own figures how demonstrably unpopular is the 
system he so strenuously advocates, 


I have up to this point dealt solely with Registries of Titles. I have 
now to speak of the second branch of my — namely, the expediency 
of establishing local Registries of Deeds. grounds for advocating 
registries of deeds can be stated briefly. Registries of deeds are of the 
utmost value as a security against fraud. There is no means of prevent- 
ing deeds relating to a particular property being duplicated, and in the 
absence of a registry there is and can be no quick and certain method 
by which the duplication of a document can be detected. The experience 
acquired by solicitors in investigating titles and inspecting the earlier 
deeds affords the necessary protection in almost all cases, but there is a 
certain risk, small though it be, that in exceptional cases a deed has 
been duplicated. When this happens, the feeling of insecurity engen- 
dered reacts upon ourselves, and we are more affected thereby than any 
other class in the community. There are two counties in England— 
Middlesex and Yorkshire—that for the last two centuries have had 

eed registries. In these counties, as well as in Scotland, frauds of this 
character are unknown. Clearly no one dare attempt’ the commission 
of a fraud that is bound to be immediately detected, it being the invari- 
able practice where a registry exists to search the register prior to the 
completion of any transaction. Again, in the absence of deed registries, 
title deeds are the sole evidence of title, and their safe custody is 
therefore of vital im . Like every other article that can be 
handled, deeds are liable to be lost, stolen, or destroyed, and although 
these events may happen but seldom, when they do it is impos- 
sible to measure the difficulty and distress that may be occasioned. 
It is obvious that this difficulty and distress can be largely mitigated, 
if not entirely removed, if the existence and effect of the deeds 
are officially recorded, so that in case of need an owner deprived of 
his deeds can still prove his title. The Select Committee of 1878, who 
exhaustively considered the subject, were unanimously in favour of 
deeds registries. Their conclusions may be thus summarized : That it 
is self-evident that a register must afford protection against fraud. 
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That in ‘Scotland the system seems to work perfectly and to give 
universal satisfaction.’’ In Yorkshire ‘‘the evidence is on the whole 
favourable to the retention of the registry with certain improvements. ”’ 
That some at least of the complaints made, especially against the 
Middlesex Registry, are due ‘‘to imperfections in its working which 
might be more or less easily removed.” That which was principally 
required was a simple index referring ‘‘to every instrument affecting 
the property,’’ and that “to be really useful it should be local as 
well nominal, that is, it should refer to property as well as to 
persons.”” That ‘‘the labour of searching a land register will be 
diminished in proportion as the area covered by the register is reduced,”’ 
and that “local registries might be advantageously established in con- 
venient centres.’’ That ‘‘in Scotland the necessity for repeated 
searches over the same period upon every fresh dealing with the same 
property . has been got over by a device which might be usefully 
adopted in England.’’ On a purchase or mortgage the register is 
searched by some person, usually an official, who delivers a ‘‘ certificate 
of search,”’ which is accepted on a subsequent dealing as evidence of 
the state of the title up to its date. ‘‘ The value of such an expedient 
in saving the repetition of long and expensive searches . can scarcely 
be overrated.’ 
itself : ‘‘ From the facts elicited by the present inquiry and that taken 
before the Royal Commissioners respecting the income derived from 
the Middlesex, Yorkshire, Edinburgh and Dublin registries, your 
Committee believe that a general registry of deeds might be made 
perfectly self-supporting at a greatly reduced and very trifling cost to 
the public, and that after the suggested system has been at work for 
a short time any small additional trouble or expense which it might 
cause would be more than compensated by the sense of security and 
other benefits which purchasers and mortgagees would derive from 
it. From a return recently laid before Parliament it appears that 
the fees received in the Middlesex Registry Office amounted in the 
year 1877 to the sum of £14,043 5s. 6d., whilst the necessary expense 
of such office amounted to a sum of £4,372 Os. 5d. only.’’ The com- 
mittee also gave close attention to the point as to whether the practice 
in Scotland of registering an exact copy of the deed, or the practice 
in Yorkshire or Middlesex of registering a memorial or epitome of the 
deed, was the better one. They were in favour of the former practice, 
a conclusion with which I am in accord, especially as deeds are in 
these days in the large majority of cases so very short. The sugges- 
tions for reform made twenty-five years back with reference to the 
Middlesex Registry have never been acted upon. In those days the 
profits of their office were shared by the registrars as the personal per- 
quisites of their office, although the office itself was a sinecure. Lord 
Truro was the last of the registrars, and on his death in 1892 the 
Middlesex Registry was unfortunately brought under the control of 
the Land Registry, and the profits were then diverted to the upkeep of 
that office and have been so applied ever since. Where property has 
to be registered at the Land Registry, the Middlesex Registry has been 
superseded. The officials naturally prefer the heavy ad valorem fees 
they can claim on registering properties on the Land Registry in lieu 
of the small fees they are limited to on registration on the Middlesex 
Registry. As a result, so far from attempting to improve the Deed 
Registry, the one desire of the officials is to bring it to an end. In 
Yorkshire amending Acts have been passed and various improvements 
have been carried out, and as a consequence the value of the Yorkshire 
Deed Registries is highly appreciated. They are valued the more as 
the profits are received by the local county councils and are applied 
by them in aid of the rates. I confidently submit that what Yorkshire 
has done every other county in England should do in the interests 
alike of property owners and ratepayers. I venture in particular to 
appeal to the London County Council to follow the lead of the York- 
shire County Councils, and so secure in aid of the rates a fair propor- 
tion of the very substantial profits made in the office of the existing 
Middlesex Registry. It is but right and reasonable that land transac- 
tions in the county should contribute towards the expenses of the 
county, and no valid argument can be urged why the council should 
not take over the Deed Registry with its profits. In 1878 these profits 
amounted, as we have seen, to about £10,000 per annum. In view 
of the increase in the population that has since taken place, it is not 
too much to place now the profits of the Middlesex Registry, covering 
its London area, at £15,000 per annum at least. Assuming the opera- 
tion of the Deed Registry were extended to the whole County of 
London, the profits would be not less than double this sum. If the 
London County Council will move in the matter on practical lines, 
there is no conceivable reason why it should not thus secure a new 
source of income, bringing in £30,000 a year, or even more, in aid 
of the rates. Should legislative effect be given to my suggestions in 
favour of abolishing the Land Registry and establishing in the different 
counties local registries of deeds, the question as to how the present 
Land Registry staff should be dealt with would be readily solved, as 
it would be easy to transfer the officials to one or other of the new 
deed registries. The Land Registry building in Lincoln’s-inn-fields 
could, I consider, be taken over with advantage by the London County 
Council. The council has for a long time past outgrown its habitation 
in Spring-gardens. Many of its departments have now to carry on 
their work in offices situated outside in various directions. Part of 
the registry buildings would, of course, in any event continue to be 
used as the Deed Registry for Middlesex and for London. The 
remaining part would, I suggest, furnish suitable quarters for bringing 
under one roof the various departments now scattered outside. The 
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eouncil are about to erect a new home for themselves, but this will 
not be ready for occupation for many years yet. 


When this happens, 


The following paragraph from the Report speaks for | 








there is little doubt that some other suitable use will, if necessary, be 
found for such portion of the building as the council will not then require. 
The practical questions that press for a settlement are: (1) Is it desirable 
to continue the system of registration of title? (2) If so, can such 
amendments be made as to make the system a workable one? (3) If it 
is desirable to continue the system, should it be (a) compulsory or (6) 
permissive? (4) Is it desirable to introduce local registries of deeds! 
lt will, I venture to think, be admitted that these questions bear directly 
on land transfer reform, yet when we consider that the reference to the 
Royal Commission is “to consider and report upon the working of the 
Land Transfer Acts, and whether any amendments are desirable,” we 
must realize that there is a doubt whether some at least of the points 
I have enumerated are not outside the scope of the pending inquiry. 
The narrow terms of the reference has been freely criticised by the law 
papers. I am convinced I am interpreting your views aright when I 
assert that what we desire is that the Commissioners should be absolutely 
unfettered in considering the question as to whether any, and, if so, 
what improvements can be made in the system of traasfer. If the scope 
of the reference to the Commission is of grave importance, the constitu- 
tion of the Commission is, if possible, more serious still. Since the 
passing of Lord Cairns’ beneficent Acts of 1881, the work of conveyancing 
has fallen almost exclusively into the hands of solicitors. Consequently 
solicitors possess an intimacy with the detail of conveyancing work, both 
as regards the registration and non-registration systems, not possessed 
by any other class in the community. Yet, although the number of 
members on the Commission is twelve, out of this number one, and one 
only, is a solicitor. Mr. Pennington, who was admitted in 1855, is the 
one solicitor. He is, however, a member of the Rule Committee, who 
are responsible for the rules regulating the system. We have conse- 
quently not a single independent representative on the Commission, and 
apparently there is not a member thereon possessing a practical know- 
ledge gained at first hand of the detail of the present-cay conveyancing 
work. Is there not here an element of weakness that may shipwreck 
the whole inquiry? What hope can we have that the witnesses whom 
the Land Registry is bound to put forward, considering what a life and 
death etree. 1 the inquiry is to them, can be properly cross-examined ? 
It is surely not too much to ask that at least one-fourth of the members 
should have this intimate knowledge of detail that can alone enable a 
person to judge as to what is and what is not feasible in actual practice. 
In matters like the one under discussion book knowledge is of pro- 
blematical value. It is in any case a very poor substitute for that know- 
ledge that can only be acquired by an intimate acquaintance: with the 
live work itself. In the case of the Royal Commission appointed in 
1868 a second warrant was issued increasing the number of the Com- 
missioners. Is it too much to ask that this precedent should be followed 
now ? The constitution of the Commission has not escaped severe criticism 
at the hands of the legal press. Extracts therefrom speaking with ex- 
emplary fairness: will be found in the Appendix. There is one matter 
to which, in conclusion, I feel bound to refer. The Royal Commission 
was appointed on the 28th of July last. On the 4th of August the Land 
Registry advertised the draft of a new batch of rules. Everyone who 
has read these rules points out that they are not only far more intricate 
than any previously issued, but that they will serivusly increase the 
fees the office can extract from the unfortunate victims of compulsion. 
This is, to repeat the wofds used in earlier days by the registrar, “ wild 
injustice’ with a vengeance. As Yorkshire is particularly mentioned 
in one of the rules, it is clear that the idea is still embedded in the 
official mind that the system will, eoone: or later, be extended to the 
whole country. I refrain from attempting to express here my feelings 
on the subject. 4 will content myself by referring you to the extracts 
from the law papers, and to the reprint of a letter I sent to the press, 
to be found in the Appendix. The new Land Registry Office in Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields was erected at an expense of over a quarter of a 
million of public money, and it provides a home for some 250 officials. 
Between March. 1900, and the present time its receipts in fees have been 
over half a million, every penny of which sum has been extracted from 
the unwilline pockets of the unfortunate purchasers and mortgagors who 
under compulsion have been forced to register. This huge sum, how- 
ever, has not been sufficient to cover the office expenses, with the result 
that during the last few years the public funds have had to contribute 
some £5,000 a year so that both ends might meet. This is part of the 
price the public pay for permitting in the words of Sir Joshua Fitch 
‘the dead hand of outside power to be thrust into the heartstrings of a 
living work.” In a country possessing any claim to be constitutionally 
governed it is essential thai the respective duties of the State and of 
the individual should be recognised and kept strictly apart. Any en- 
croachment by the State on the rights of the individual is an evil the 
extent of which it is impossible to measure. We are at the moment 
engaged in a struggle to stop the State usurping in the interests of 
officialdom and to the detriment of the public and the property owner 
the rights of individuals to select duly qualified persons to do work that 
is purely personal. The forces hehind officialdom are so powerful that 
it wants all our strength to maintain the struggle; but if we have the 
necessary courage we need not fear for the ultimate success of our stand 
for freedom. 


He concluded by moving the following resolutions: ‘“‘1. That with 
regard to the Royal Commission appointed on the 30th of July to 
consider the working of the Land Transfer Acts this meeting desires 
to place the following views on record : (a) That having regard to the 
fact that the work of conveyancing in this country is practically 
carried out by solicitors alone, and that consequently they alone have 
a first-hand knowledge of the details of the work of registration, the 
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absence of independent solicitors on the Commission is much to be 
deplored ; (6) that the precedent established on the appointment of the 
Royal Commission in 1868 of issuing a second warrant to increase the 
number of Commissioners should be followed, and that an adequate 
number of solicitors possessing the necessary knowledge a be 
added to the Commission; (c) that as doubts exist as to whether the 
present terms of reference are sufficiently wide it is desirable that they 
should be so far enlarged as to enable the Commissioners to consider in 
particular whether or not the experiment of compulsory registration 
of title in London should be continued, and whether the Land 
Registry serves or can be made to serve any useful public purpose, 
and that the terms of the reference should be thus amended on the 
issue of a second warrant; (d) that the procedure of taking evidence 
in camera recently adopted by the Scotch Commission on Registration 
was unfortunate in the extreme, and that in the interest of the public 
it is highly expedient that on the pending inquiry the evidence should 
be taken in public. 2. That this meeting recommends the Council to 
send copies of the foregoing resolutions to the Lord Chancellor and to 
the Chairman of the Royal Commission, and to take such other steps 
as the Council may consider expedient in order that effect may be 
given thereto.”’ The discussion of them was adjourned until after 
luncheon, in order that they might be put in a shape likely to be alto- 
gether acceptable to the meeting. 

In the meantime, 

Mr. C. H. Morton (Liverpool), who described the paper as the best 
of a series of admirable papers which had been read by Mr. Rubinstein 
on the subject, said that at least two thirds of the solicitors practising 
in the country drew their income mainly from conveyancing transac- 
tions, and when it was considered in what peril these businesses must 
be placed in view of the report of the Royal Commission, it was most 
astonishing that no solicitor from the country or any provincial organiza- 
tion had been approached with a view to appointing some representative 
of the country lawyers on that body. It was true that Mr. Pennington 
represented, probably better than any other man could, the solicitors on 
the Commission, but he was in a somewhat difficult position, possibly 
an anomalous position. He was not an advocate of the solicitors 
entirely. He was a member of the Rule Committee, and was there 
more or less in a quasi-judicial capacity. And whilst he might feel it 
proper to put questions in chief or in cross-examination, he was not 
altogether as free as counsel would be in cross-examining before the 
Royal Commission. It was most essential that there should be some- 
body there who felt himself entirely free to cross-examine Mr. Brick- 
dale or any of the official witnesses. There was the very great risk of 
a recommendation that the Land Registry system should be extended 
to the whole of England. If that were so, it would be possible for 
the Government by an amendment of the Act to repeal what was 
known as the ‘‘ county council”’ clause. His own impression was that 
the report was more or less a foregone conclusion, Let them try 
to shew that the present system suited their clients, and that it was 
quick and economical. They would be met with the question as to 
whether it was reasonable that a title deed might have passed through 
three or four solicitors’ hands in as many years, and each solicitor 
doing his duty by his clients must examine the abstract with as much 
care as if he had never seen it before. That was what they had to 
face before the Royal Commission, and that was one of the difficulties 
he saw in submitting their evidence. There was no doubt an enormous 
waste of labour over and over again. What was the remedy? Not 
the registration of deeds or titles. They were all agreed that the 
system in London was a bad one. He ventured to think the President 
had hit upon the solution in saying that it would be found in 
the assimilation of the law of ownership in goods to the law of 
ownership in land. That was that only the absolute conveyance 
from A. to B. should be recognized, and that all estates for life should 
be embodied in a separate instrument, which should not affect the title 
of the purchaser or the chargee. In that way they would protect 
their professional work, and have on the register a clean conveyance 
from A. to B., and nothing but that clean conveyance. 

Mr. A. Browne (Nottingham) objected to the proposal of Mr. 
Rubinstein for the establishment of registries of deeds, which meant 
an extension of the officialism of which they desired to get rid. 

Mr. G. Crompie (York), in reply to Mr. Browne, said that York, 
being a county borough, was not included in the Registry of Deeds 
for the county of Yorkshire, but the cry had gone up that there must 
be a registry for York. There had been a case in York where a solici- 
tor had duplicated deeds and had borrowed money, and it was said 
that if there had been a registry of deeds such a thing could not have 
been perpetrated. 

After the luncheon interval, 

The PRESIDENT said that the object of the resolution was to enforce 
the view that the profession should be directly represented on the 
Royal Commission, and that that representation should include country 
as well as London solicitors. He was heartily in accord, and he thought 
the meeting generally would be. The resolutions were expressed in 
terms which were calculated to cause the least annoyance to anyone 
else. 

Mr. 8. S. Seat (London) said he had never met anyone in favour of 
compulsory registration, and he had met with many who had spoken 
against it. ¥ 

Sir Jonn Gray Hitt (Liverpool) said that the solicitors who had 
practical knowledge of the question knew pretty well that cases of 
fraud were so extremely rare that one need scarcely pay any attention 
to them. In a practice of forty-three years he had never come across 
a case of fraud by deed. Of course when a fraud did occur, and a 








solicitor appeared in it, the matter appeared in all its stages in the 
newspapers. Two schemes were put before them, one to register 
deeds. No one had denied, perhaps for want of sufficient knowledge, 
that the Scotch system of registration was very successful. With 
regard to Mr. Morton’s proposition, he would suggest a little alteration. 
He would base it on the ship registry system. It was possible to 
register a transfer absolute or a mortgage on a ship. The mortgage 
might be in the form of a sum certain or of an account current. But 
nothing else could be registered. If there was to be a registry system 
at all it should include the mortgage, and not merely the simple 
transfer of the whole interest. He could not conclude without referring 
to one matter with indignation. Attacks had been made on the profes- 
sion from time to time in which they had been accused of resisting the 
compulsory nature of registration for the protection of their own 
pockets, and he regretted that the late Lord Chancellor, when he 
was Lord Chancellor, had written an article in a magazine upon a 
publication by Mr. Brickdale, the converted registrar, in which he 
alleged that the solicitors, for their own selfish interest, had opposed 
ane scheme. Against that he protested from the bottom of his 
soul, 

Mr. A. CHapman (London) remarked that Mr. Morton had not 
referred to leasehold interests. These must be included. 

The Presipent read the modified resolutions, as follows: ‘1. That 
with regard to the Royal Commission appointed to consider the work- 
ing of the Land Transfer Acts, this meeting desires to place the follow- 
ing views on record : (a) That having regard to the fact that the work 
of conveyancing in this country is practically carried out by solicitors, 
the inadequate representation of solicitors on the Commission is much 
to be deplored ; (4) that the precedent established on the appointment 
of the Royal Commission in 1868 of issuing a second warrant to increase 
the number of Commissioners should be followed, and that a sufficient 
number of solicitors possessing the necessary knowledge, representing 
the provincial law societies as well as London, should be added to the 
Commission; (c) that as doubts exist whether the present terms of 
reference are sufficiently wide it is desirable that they should be so 
enlarged as to enable the Commissioners to consider whether or not 
the experiment of compulsory registration of title in London should 
be continued, and whether any alternative conveyancing sytem ir pre- 
ferable; (d) that in the interest of the public it is highly expedient 
that the evidence on the pending inquiry should be taken in public. 2. 
That this meeting recommends the Council to send copies of the fore- 
going resolutions to the Lord Chancellor and to the Chairman of the 
Royal Commission, and to take such other steps as the Council may 
consider expedient in order that effect may be given thereto.” 

Mr. P. G. SuHaw (London) seconded the motions. He asserted that 
the registry had been a hopeless failure. It had not only been an 
annoyance to the profession, but the public had been very considerable 
sufferers, more particularly in the praca meson of estates, which in 
London had practically ceased. Development was taking place in the 
suburbs, but more outside the county than within. There was a 
want of confidence, and people would not deal in the same manner 
as formerly. 

Mr. W. E. Gitterr (London), a member of the Council, said that if 
there was to be a registry it must be a ministerial registry, and not 
one to exercise judicial powers and practically try the titles passing 
through it. He bore testimony to the yeoman service which Mr. Pen- 
nington had rendered to the profession. The real fact was that it 
was not fair to ask one horse to drag a twenty-ton load up a hill, and 
he was in the position of having to steer a very delicate course as a 
member of the Rule Committee. It was totally unfair that the country 
should be altogether unrepresented, and that he should alone have to 
bear the burden. 

Mr. J. H. Cooke (Winsford) remarked that the public should be 
assured on two points. One was that no system would prevent fraud 
if any person were determined to be fraudulent. Then, again, the 
public expected that registration should be done for practically nothing. 
As to the question of expense, they wished to do what was right by 
the public irrespective of their own pockets. 

Mr. RusinsteIn, in reply, said that so-long as the present system 
obtained in London it was a menace to the whole country. While it 
remained there a desire would exist on the part of the authorities 
to extend it. The country solicitors had to help those in London to 
get rid of it. 

The motions were carried unanimously and with acclamation. 


Our Jury System. 


Mr. J. W. Martin (Reading) read the following paper :— 

After some preliminary remarks Mr. Martin said: The question 
frequently occurs to one as to whether it is necessary at the present 
time to keep up the system of grand juries. One can well understand 
in days gone by (for the reasons before referred to) the liberty of the 
subject required the intervention of the grand jury, but in these 
enlightened days, after the sifting inquiry which invariably takes place 
before the magistrates, it seems to many that the grand jury may very 
well be dispensed with, especially now that we have a Court of 
Criminal Appeal. There has been a strong expression of opinion, both 
from the legal profession and the public, that the present system is a 
waste of time and energy, and that it adds considerably to the expense 
of our criminal procedure. All the witnesses for the prosecution in each 
case have to be at the assizes or sessions on the first days to go before 
the grand jury, though the trial may not come on for some days after. 
If there were no grand jury the pleas of the prisoners could taken 
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and in the cases where the prisoners pleaded guilty the witnesses need 
not come to the assizes at all. Numerous grand juries have made 
presentments from time to time for the abolition of grand juries on the 
ground that the duties imposed upon them were now totally unneces- 
sary, involving a considerable loss of time to themselves and a heavy 
cost to the country. Serjeant Ballantine, in his ‘‘ Experiences,” in 
referring to grand juries at assizes, says: ‘‘ His lordship in charging 
the grand jury probably congratulates them upon something and remits 
them to perform the not very arduous duties of endorsing their own 
previous committals, that tribunal being principally comprised of the 
magistrates of the county. The (Civil) court is densely crowded by 
barristers who during the charge to the grand jury are excluded from 
the crown court lest they should hear what the judge says, and takea 
hint from it. Of course, if there is anything useful to know the 
solicitors who are not excluded repeat it. This is an old-fashioned 
absurdity, which ought to be abolished.” It is true that now and 
again grand juries throw out bills, and so save the time of the court 
to a very small extent, but as a matter of everyday practice very few 
bills are thrown out. If instead of summoning these twenty-four good 
and lawful men on the grand jury they had to take their chance of 
serving on the petty jury, in common with the men who now usually 
serve on the latter, 1t would, I think, be a good thing in the administra- 
tion of justice and would be the means of naturally strengthening the 
status and dignity of the petty juries. As to what persons ought to be 
jurymen, and how qualified, Lord Coke some centuries ago said: *‘ He 
that is of a jury must be Liber Homo; that is, not only a free man 
and not bond, but also one that hath such freedom of mind, as he 
stands indifferent, as he stands unsworn.’’ He must be legalis, and by 
the law every juror that is returned for the trial of any issue or cause 
ought to have these properties (1) he ought to be dwelling most near 
to the place where the question is moved; (2) he ought to be most 
sufficient both for understanding and competency of estate; and (3) he 
ought to be least suspicious; that is, to be indifferent as he stands 
unsworn, and that he is accounted in law liber et legalis homo, other- 
wise he may be challenged and not sufficient to be sworn. The regula- 
tions concerning the summoning of juries and the present qualification 
of jurors are mainly contained in the Juries Act, 1825 (6 Geo. 4, c. 50), 
and the Juries Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 77). By the former Act the 
qualification of a common and petty juror is that he must be a free- 
holder or copyholder of the yearly value of £10, or a leaseholder of 
£20 yearly value for terms of not less than twenty-one years or 
for life, or be a householder rated or assessed to the poor rate o1 
the inhabited house duty in the County of Middlesex on a value of not 
less than £30, or in any other county not less than £20. The qualifica- 
tion of a special juror by the 1870 Act is that he must be a man whose 
name shall be in the juror’s book, and who shall be legally entitled to 
be called an esquire, or a person of higher degree, or a banker or 
merchant, or the occupier of a private dwelling-house rated to the poor 
rate or inhabited house duty on a value of not less than £100 in a town 
of 20,000 inhabitants, or elsewhere on a value of not less than £50, or 
he must be an occupier of premises other than a farm and rated on a 
value of £100, or a farm rated on a value of £300 (section 6). Notice 
of at least six days must be given to every juryman, and he need not 
serve more than once in any one year except on a grand jury. All 
persons over the age of sixty years are exempt from serving on juries, 
and in addition to the numerous persons exempt from serving on Juries, 
as set out in section 9 of the 1870 Act, that privilege is now extended 
to all officers and men of the Territorial Army, provided they take care 
to have their names expunged from the jury lists submitted by the 
overseers to the magistrates. In trials of civil cases the juries are 
either special or common, and in important indictments or informations 
for misdemeanour, when the record is in the King’s Bench Division, a 
special jury can be obtained on the motion of either prosecutor or 
defendant. The remuneration of a special juror is at the rate of £1 1s. 
each cause (with extra when a view is directed), to be paid by the 
parties to the causes to be tried, but a common juror receives no 
remuneration. In America the jurors are also paid in 
criminal courts, and this system is sometimes abused. 
Judge Hough, sitting at the criminal branch of _ the 
Federal Courts at New York as_ reecntly as the 22nd of 
July last, delighted the members of the Bar Association by declining 
to proceed with the case before him so long as “ professional jurors ”’ 
were empanelled. The jurors get 12s. 6d. a day, and it seems that 
men who have retired from business on slender incomes have filled the 
jury-box of this particular court with as unfailing regularity as the 
court reporter in his pew and the judge himself on the bench. These 
old gentlemen have been facetiously termed ‘‘ The Amalgamated Asso- 
ciation of Ancient Jurymen.”’ To their immense astonishment they 
were dismissed. There was not one of the white-haired court atten- 
dants who could recall a jury at that branch of the circuit courts which 
did not contain some members of the ‘‘old guard.’”’ It seems an 
anomaly that special jurors should be paid and that common and petty 
jurors should receive no remuneration. Another important question 
naturally arises, whether or no the system of all the jury having to 
agree before finding a verdict of guilty or not guilty is now required. 
Would it not be an improvement on our present system if, say, a 
majority of three-fourths in criminal cases and two-thirds in civil 
actions were to have the power of giving verdicts? A great deal of 
time would be saved, and probably justice would in no way suffer. 
These are questions which require great consideration, but nevertheless 
they are worthy of thought by members of our profession. Apropos 
of this question, there is the well-known instance of the celebrated jury- 
man who was in the minority of one after having been locked up for 
many hours, and, finally discharged, was heard to make the sage 





remark on agg Boy court that he never came across eleven such 
obstinate men in his life. Lord Brampton gives in his Reminiscences 
an extraordinary story of interference with a juryman. “ An 
enthusiastic young solicitor, defending for the first time a prisoner on 
a charge of murder, ingratiated himself with a juror-in-waiting likely 
to be called into the box when his client was tried. By dint of per- 
suasion and perseverance he obtained a promise from the man that he 
would consent to no other verdict than that of manslaughter. The 
friendly juror-in-waiting was duly called into the box, and at the 
close of the hard-fought case the jury were unable to agree. Sent back 
by the judge the jurymen returned into court after a long intgrval with 
a verdict of manslaughter. ‘How did you manage it? Eleven for 
wilful murder, eh?’ asked the jubilant solicitor, on meeting the jury- 
man. ‘Eleven for murder! No, sir,’ exclaimed the juror. ‘ What 
then?’ ‘Eleven for an acquittal! You may depend upon it, sir, the 
other jurors had been got at.’’’ In addition to the juries already 
referred to, there are those in the following courts where the qualifica- 
tion and numbers vary—viz., Coroner’s Jury, County Courts, Divorce 
Court, Inquisition, Mayor’s Court, and Sheriff’s Court. In conclusion, 
the object of this paper is to ventilate the subject of our present jury 
system with a view, if thought desirable by the public and our profes- 
sién, for legislation by way of reform in (a) Dispensing with the 
services of grand juries at the assizes and sessions; (b) taking into 
consideration the question of remuneration of all juries; (c) the aecep- 
tance of verdicts by a statutory majority both in criminal and civil 
cases. 
INSURABLE INTEREST. 

Mr. H. Kinastey Woop (London) read the following paper :— 

The exact nature and legal sufficiency of the insurable interest of the 
person effecting a policy of insurance on the life of another in that 
life has some time been a matter of considerable discussion and 
numerous decisions in the courts. The matter has during the past 
session claimed the attention of Parliament, and last month the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade caused a letter to be dispatched to every 
insurance company calling their attention to this subject and stating 
that care was to be taken that policies should not be issued where there 
is no insurable interest. The Act of Parliament dealing with the 
matter is, of course, Geo. 3, c. 48, known as the Gambling Act, which 
enacts : ‘‘ That no insurance shall be made by any person or persons 
bodies politic or corporate on the life or lives of any person or persons 
or on any other event or events whatever where the person or persons 
for whose use benefit or on whose account such policy or policies shall 
be made shall have no interest or by way of gaining or wagering and 
that every assurance contrary to the true intent and meaning hereof 
shall be null and void to all intents and purposes whatsoever.”’ This 
Act further provides that the beneficiary’s name must be inserted in 
the policy and that no greater sum shall be received than the amount 
of the interest of the insured in the life for which such policy is 
issued. The Friendly Societies Act, 1896, indirectly deals with the 
matter by defining in section 8 of the Act what insurances can_be 
effected by friendly societies, including collecting societies, The 
question of insurable interest is thus, as it were, defined by this section 
for such societies who cannot legally effect policies whether there is 
insurable interest or not outside the limitations of this section, The 
Married Women’s Property Act also provides that a wife may effect 
an insurance on the life of her husband to any extent. The same Act 
enables her to effect an insurance on her own life for the benefit of 
her husband and children. There are numerous legal decisions on the 
question, many of which are difficult to reconcile, and a close examina- 
tion shows, it is submitted, the necessity for a new Act of Parliament 
stating and settling the Iaw. The test question as the basis of most 
of the decisions appears to be: Is there a pecuniary interest ! The 
question of relationship to the life proposed naturally, therefore, does 
not affect the matter. Dependency is apparently a sufficient interest. 
Thus children before attaining their majority are no doubt dependent 
on their parents, and can insure accordingly. This doctrine has been 
carried perhaps to its fullest extent where in an action, Barnes v. 
London, Edinburgh and Glasgow Life Insurance Co. (1892, 1 Q. B. 
864), to recover the amount of a policy of insurance upon 
the life of a child (the plaintiff's step-sister), evidence was 
given of a promise made by the plaintiff to the mother of 
the child to take care of the child and help to maintain it, 
it was held that the plaintiff had an insurable interest in the child’s life, 
and was entitled, in the absence of any objection as to the amount 
expended by her, to recover the amount of the policy. A — of 
considerable difficulty has been as to whether the value of the interest 
of the insured is to be measured when the policy is effected or when 
the claim is to be paid. The former is now apparently the true con- 
struction of the Act. The question then arises as to what should 
happen if in the interval between the policy being effected and the claim 
being made the insurable interest has ceased to exist. Even if this had 
ceased, the icy money is due. Again, the policy may have been 
assigned, and in that case the question of insurable interest could not, 
of course, arise; if, however, it was a policy really taken out for the 
benefit of the assignee, and he had no insurable interest in the life pro- 

sed, it is an evasion of the statute, and the policy is void. Is the 
ability to pay for funeral expenses a sufficient insurable interest? In 
a recent case Mr. Justice Channell cast great doubt upon the contention 
that funeral expenses = not ype yay a decision of the hace 
of Appeal appears to be against regarding same as a proper interest. 
This ts, heceven, not generally regarded as settled law, and a decision 
of the ‘highest tribunal would be acceptable to all interested in the 












on 


ion 











Oct. 10, 1908. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. (Vol. 52.] 823_ 








question. If there is an obligation to pay for the funeral of a person, 
surely this can be insured against as much as if that person owed the 
insurer money. The President of the Board of Trade, it is understood, 
has intimated that legislation dealing with this matter will be introduced 
probably during the next session of Parliament. Can we expect a 
settlement or modification of the law. In what direction should this be 
—to enlarge or restrict the present powers of insurers and insurance 
companies? In the first place, it is to be observed that insurance had 
advanced with rapid strides since the old Act of Parliament, and there- 
fore any legislation will affect considerable interests and a larger number 
of people than before. There is a considerable amount of money invested 
in insurance companies, and nowadays it is the rule rather than the 
exception to insure. The reasons that inspired the restrictions of the 

vius Act of Parliament were doubtless the desire to prevent gambling 
m lives, and consequent] ect human life. Is this necessity so acute 
to-day? It is submit at nearly every insurance company discoun- 
tenances such practices, apart from any law on the subject, and that it 
is carried on to a very limited extent, and then chiefly in connection 
with industrial policies. This change has been largely effected by the 
insurance companies themselves, for on such a state of things becoming 
known to them it is the rule to refuse further premiums and to cancel 
the policies. It is therefore, in the first place, submitted that, there is 
a different condition of affairs now in existence ; and secondly, insurance 
is a matter rather to be encoura than otherwise. Everyone will agree 
that it is a wise precaution and a useful provision, and it should there- 
fore be fostered and protected by the Legislature. It will doubtless be 
found necessary and advisable to continue and re-enact that a person 
effecting a policy must have an insurable interest in the life pro q 
but is submitted, firstly, that here should be given a definition of 
insurable interest; secondly, that such definition should be a generous 
one. Certain moral obligations should be sufficient. The liability to 
pay for funeral expenses should be definitely recognised as a sufficient 
interest. This should not be limited in amount, but be reasonable, and 
should include the costs of mourning. Provision might be made that 
an insurance company could demand a statutory declaration that the 
intending insurer had an insurable interest in the life proposed and 
the amount thereof, and that this should, in the absence of fraud, be 
conclusive evidence of the fact, for it is submitted the penalties in 
respect of a false declaration would be sufficient to deter any abuse of 
this procedure. In these days of equal privileges to both sexes the Act 
might extend the privileges given to married women under the Married 
Women’s Property Act to their husbands. Further, within specified 
relationships (such as father, mother, brother, sister, or child), insurable 
interest should not be required, but the relationship should be regarded 
as sufficient. This might be limited in amount if any danger therefrom 
was anticipated. It might be advisable to deal with life insurance 
separately, and specially from other branches of insurance where other 
circumstances and conditions prevail. In any event, if a new Act of 
Parliament is determined on, the same would, it is submitted, as well as 
defining and determining the law, be an opportunity of giving a further 
encouragement and impetus to insurance. 


PROFESSIONAL PROBLEMS. 


Mr. J. W. Retp (London) read the following paper :— 

The aspects of the profession with which Faas to deal must be 
limited to two or three, since the time for dealing with them is limited. 
First, then, the fact that the profession is overstocked, and some of the 
consequences thereof, and any suggested remedy, demand attention. 
The rate at which the profession has increased will: be sufficiently 
indicated by the following figures. The number of solicitors taking 
out certificates in England and Wales during recent years were as 
follows :—In the year 1853, 10,200; 1863, 10,360; 1873, 10,973; 1883, 
13,066; 1893, 15,175; 1903, 16,265; 1907, 16,568. There is, of course, 
this main difference between the solicitor’s profession and members of 
the bar. Hundreds of men get called to the bar without any serious 
intention of practising their profession. Sometimes for social position, 
sometimes as a stepping-stone to other appointments, men will put in 
the requisite time at one of the inns of court to get called to the bar. 
But one can hardly suppose that many men will qualify as solicitors 
and actually take out practising certificates unless they mean to practise 
their profession. The figures which I have given of solicitors in 
England and Wales who have taken out certificates for any given year 
by no means represent all the solicitors in existence at the particular 
date, for there are, of course, many hundreds of qualified solicitors who 
(whilst acting as clerks to other solicitors) do not take out annual certifi- 
cates at all. The fact of the profession being overstocked has a two- 
fold effect: one, operating more particularly on the profession itself, in 
the constant attempts to undersell, and (in an age when cheapness goes 
for much) to acquire clients by doing work for less than the authorised 
remuneration; and another and far worse effect, operating far and 
wide on the public as well as the profession, in the resorting to dis- 
honest practices to gain a livelihood because of the difficulty of making 
one honestly. The remedy for the overstocking of the profession is not 
easy to suggest. No one, I suppose, would now advocate a resort to 
methods similar to those of the oft-quoted Act of the reign of Henry 
VI., which after reciting that the number of attorneys was too great, 
enacted that thenceforth there should be only six attorneys in the 
county of Norfolk, six in the county of Suffolk, and two in the city of 
Norwich. Although I understand that the Stock Exchange limits the 
number of stockbrokers, it might be a difficult problem to fix what 
limit of numbers should apply to solicitors, and how to select those 
who were to be permitted to fill the vacant places. I venture to 
suggest, as one remedy, that a small amendment in the Solicitors 
Act, 1843, might be made, which would in the course of 











a few years operate as a useful check on the rate of production 
of solicitors. Section 4 of the Act enacts that ‘‘No attorney 
or solicitor shall have more than two clerks’’ (i.e., articled clerks) ‘‘ at 
one and the same time.” My comparatively mild remedy for strangling 
at birth a certain proportion of the infant solicitors is that, for the 
words ‘‘ two clerks ”’ in the above section, the words ‘‘ one clerk ’’ should 
be substituted. I have known firms of colicitors, consisting of four 
partners, where they have had their full complement of eight articled 
clerks. It is quite appalling to contemplate the improvident manner 
in which such } wd go on reproducin’ the species “ solicitor” regardless 
of the consequences. In humbler life the State to some extent educates 
and to some extent feeds its children : ard ere long will no doubt to some 
extent clothe them, and bless.them with old age pensions. But the 
future solicitor cannot look forward to such blessings at the hands of 
the State, and the well-to-do firms who are producing solicitors at this 
alarming rate ought to consider more carefully the serious responsibilities 
which they are undertaking. I once (many years ago) ventured to 
suggest this amendment of the Act of 1843 to some member or members 
of the then existing Council; but they pointed out to me that the more 
young gentlemen = I came up to be examined ir Chancery-lane the more 
fees were obtained by the society. I don’t suppose that the present 
inembers of the Council will peace: od that a sound argument, for it was 
palpably a distinctly narrow way of looking at a subject which urgently 
needs attention. Another futile argument is that in any profession there 
is “always room on the top.” Such-an argument totally disregards 
the undoubted fact that the profession suffers, as a whole from its 


excessive numbers, because, if any considerable nimber fail to get a 


bare living, they may begi1 to resort to epeculative enterprises, if not 
to actually dishonest practices. It is observable, too, of recent years 
that those who need the assistance of the profession are inclined to 
take advantage of the fact that it is overcrowded by attempting to 
make hard bargains with the young solicitor before retaining him. I 
have myself met with such remarks as ‘‘Oh! our solicitor always does 
our conveyancing at two-thirds of the scale charge.’? Even when this 
sort of cutting down is not attempted, you may be met with the 
question (sometimes put in a jaunty, semi-jocular way), ‘‘ Well, what 
are you going to take off?”’ I actuall had a case where, after actin 
as trustee for some sixteen years without remuneration, I was aske 
to reduce a charge for appointing new trustees—not on the ground that 
the fees had not been well earned in the particular case, but on the 
ground that Mr. So-and-So had said that he only charged so much for 
appointments of new trustees. As though one could buy appointments 
of new trustees at so much a yard or so much the ounce! Another 
aspect of the profession which has been constantly alluded to at 
these meetings (but has still not greatly improved) is that a large 
number of solicitors choose not to be members of the Law Society. 
When it has been suggested that all solicitors ought to be compelled to 
join the society, the answer has been that legislation would be neces- 
sary to accomplish this, and that such legislation is not practicable. I 
am aware of some of the difficulties of getting any Bill (other than a 
Government Bill) through Parliament, having in fact some years ago 
drafted a Bill for paying the unfortunate common juryman. The Bill 
was approved by Conservatives and Liberals and passed second read- 
ing, but was ultimately blocked by Dr. Tanner. However, it does not 
seem that insurmountable difficulties would prevent legislation to 
accomplish what is needed. There ee | be other considerations which 
make any attempt to compel membership of the society inexpedient ; 
and, if so, I think we should like to hear about them. In the year 
1901 our President (Mr. J. S. Beale) read a paper at Oxford suggesting 
that the addition of the initials M.L.S. would tend to increase the 
membership of the society, and in the year 1903 at Liverpool a resolu- 
tion was passed requesting the Council to consider the subject, and to 
consider ‘‘ whether members could be recommended to place such 
initials at the head of their official letter paper.’”’ No doubt the 
Council did consider the subject, but as that was five years ago perhaps 
it might be worth while to consider it again. Anyhow, it is worth a 
great deal of consideration and reconsideration to arrive at some 
practical solution of the problem of how to extend the usefulness of 
the society by making it include all respectable members of the pro- 
fession. The whole question.of the annual payment to the Govern- 
ment for the privilege of practising as a solicitor (which in London 
amounts to £9 per annum) wants careful revision. No other profession 
is taxed so highly in this respect. If the impost were considerably 
reduced (if not swept away altogether) there would be no objection to 
substituting a much smaller annual payment for compulsory member- 
ship of the Law Society. Another short but important problem, and 
I have done. A question of much difficulty arises with regard to men 
whose names have been struck off the rolls, and who afterwards go as 
clerks to other solicitors. Many of us must know of instances where 
the clerkship position of the degraded solicitor is but a sham; and 
that it is the supposed clerk (and not the solicitor whose name appears 
on the door) who is really running the office. I know that the diffi- 
culty is represented by the question, ‘‘ How can you prevent a man 
from going as clerk to any member of the profession who chooses to 
employ him?’’ Our medical friends have done something towards 
preventing the unqualified man from acting under cover of a name 
still appearing on the Medical Register. It ought not to be impossible 
to prevent a man who has been struck off the rolls from practisin 
under the nominal supervision of a young man, who, in consequence of 
the extreme difficulty (in an overstocked profession) of making a start, 
has been induced to join himself to a degraded solicitor, who ought 
no longer to be permitted to conduct legal work. 

The Vice-Presipent (Mr. W. H. Winterbotham, London) pointed 
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out that solicitors had great privileges in the way in which their 
clerks could represent them, but it was quite different in the medical 
profession, and that was why the unqualified medical practitioner could 
be stopped so readily, whilst it was so difficult to stop the unqualified 
legal practitioner. 

Mr. Henry Manisty (London), a member of the Council, said 
with regard to the last part of the paper the answer was that they 
could not attack the man who was not a solicitor, but they could attack 
the solicitor, and if he had allowed himself to be allied with a man 
who had been struck off the roll he would very soon find himself, if 
complaint were made, before the Discipline Committee. If it could 
be proved that he had allowed another man to use his name and conduct 
his business he would certainly be struck off the roll. 

Mr. P. G. SuHaw (London) said he was certain that if there were no 
dishonest public there would be no dishonest lawyers. He had met the 
rag-tag men who had been suspended and those who had not been sus 
pended because they had never been on the roll, and he had neve: 
seen them with decent clients. 

Tue ForesHore. 


Mr. J. W. F. Jacques (Burnham, Somerset) read a paper, which we 
hope to print hereafter. 

Votes or THANKS. 

Votes of thanks were passed to the Lord Mayor and Lady Mayoress, 
the Vice-Chairman of the University, the Birmingham Law Society, 
and to the President. 

BANQUET. 

In the evening a banquet was held in the Grosvenor Rooms, Grand 
Hotel, at which Mr. Walter Barron (president of the Birmingham Law 
Society) took the chair. Among the guests were the Bishop of 
Birmingham, His Honour Judge Amphlett, K.C., Mr. J. J. Parfitt, 
K.C., the President and Vice-President of the Law Society, Mr. R. 
Ellett, Sir Albert Rollit, Sir John Gray Hill, Mr. W. E. Gillett, Mr. 
8. Garrett, Mr. W. Dowson, Mr. H. Manisty, Mr. B. Arkle (president 
of the Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool), Mr. E. Hewitt (pre 
sident of the Manchester Law Society), Mr. E. V. Hiley (Town Clerk 
of Birmingham), Mr. Alderman C. G. Beale, Professor Ashley, etc. 

Mr. Rosert Evert said it was hoped they would have had the 
pleasure of the company of Lord Wolverhampton, but unhappily at the 
last moment, by reason of family bereavement, his lordship was unable 
to be present. In the circumstances, instead of the toast of Lord 
Wolverhampton’s health, which it was intended to propose, he would 
move the following resolution : ‘‘ The members attending the banquet 
at the provincial meeting of the Law Society at Birmingham desire 
to convey to the Right Hon. Lord Wolverhampton their congratula- 
tions on his elevation to the peerage, and on the fact that he is the first 
solicitor to sit in the House of Lords, and to record a grateful recogni 
tion of the honour which his lordship has, by his distinguished career, 
brought on the solicitor branch of the legal profession.” 

Mr. J. E. Unpernuitt (president of the Wolverhampton Law 
Society) seconded the resolution, which was carried with loud 
acclamation, and the health of Viscount Wolverhampton, which was 
proposed by the CHairMAN, was cordially honoured. - 

The CHAIRMAN proposed the toast of ‘‘ The Law Society.” 

The Presipent, in returning thanks, said the Law Society were a 
body whose virtues were not thoroughly recognized. He had heard it 
said that the Council were of no real use to the members of the pro 
fession. He was a Birmingham man, and was proud of the city. 

Sir Abert Roiuir proposea ‘‘ The City of Birmingham,’’ acknow 
ledging the hospitality which had been extended to the society. 

The Bishop or BirMINGHAM responded, and the final toast was that 
of ‘‘ The Chairman of the Birmingham Law Society,’’ proposed by Sir 
Joun Gray Hit. 


Sclicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The annual meeting of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association was held 
on Thursday, the Ist inst., in the Council Chamber, prior to the 
resumption of the reading of papers, Mr. Watter Dowson (deputy 
chairman of the board) presiding. The report stated that the associa 
tion has now 4,094 members enrolled, of whom 1,278 are life and 2,816 
annual subscribers. Seventy-five of the annual subscribers are in 
addition life members of the association. The association celebrates its 
jubilee this year, and a general effort is being made to increase the 
reliable income from annual subscriptions, as well as to invite special 
donations to the jubilee year festival. Some 400 new subscribers have 
been enrolled during the year 1908, and although discounted by the 
falling off from death and other causes, it is confidently hoped that 
before the close of the jubilee year the increase of membership may 
be recorded at 500. The net result of the jubilee year festival, which 
included a donation from the chairman, Sir John Hollams, of £1,000. 
was £3,790 14s. 1ld., and, in addition to that amount, a sum of 
£100 15s. India 3 per cent. Stock has been presented to the association 
by the Gloucestershire and Wiltshire Incorporated Law Society as a 
jubilee gift, being the amount of the ‘‘ Ellett Benevolent Fund’’ of 
that society. During the year the residue of the estate under the will 
of the late Miss Mary Jane Rigtail Kinderley was transferred by the 
executors to the trustees of the association. The securities now held 
are of the estimated value of £10,896 1s. 7d. In accordance with the 
trust four annuities of £52 each have been created, payable to mem- 
bers of the association or their widows. The residue of income arising 
from the investments is to be known as the Kinderley Special Relief 








Fund, and is primarily applicable either for the temporary or permanent 
maintenance in any resident or convalescent home of persons for whose 
benefit the funds of the said association are applicable, or in any other 
special form of relief or assistance for the benefit of such persons (other 
than pecuniary gift) which may seem advisable to the board. In- 
cluded in the receipts is a legacy of £100 under the will of the late 
Miss Emily Osbaldeston; £12 10s., being balance of legacy of £100 
under the will of the late Mr. N. Girling; and £78 7s. 5d., further on 
wecount and in settlement of legacy of £200 under the will of the late 
Mrs. E. E. Paterson. The investment of £500 represents a donation 
siven anonymously by a ‘‘ Liverpool Solicitor,’’ and included in the 
jubilee festival receipts. During the year 231 grants were made from 
the funds, amounting to £5,659 10s. Of this sum four members and 
forty-four members’ families received £1,975, while fifty non-members 
ind 133 non-members’ families received £3,684 10s. The sum of £175 
was also paid to annuitants from the income of the late Miss Ellen 
Reardon’s bequest; £28 to the recipient of the ‘‘ Hollams Annuity, 
No. 1’’; £30 to the recipient of the ‘‘ Hollams Annuity, No. 2”’; 
£30 to the recipient of the ‘‘ Victoria Jubilee Annuity (1887)’’; and 
£37 3s. to the recipient of the ‘‘ Henry Morten Cotton Annuity.” 
The sum of £240 was also paid to pensioners from the ‘ Victoria 
Pension Fund,” and three grants amounting to £90 3s. 2d. were made 
from the Special Relief Fund connected with the ‘“ Kinderley Trust.”’ 
The total relief granted during the year, therefore, amounted to 
£6,289 16s. 2d. The report was adopted, on the motion of the 
Chairman. 


The Bristol Incorporated Law Society. 


The following are extracts from the report of the council :— 

Dishursements.—The council desire to draw attention to the decision 
of the Court of Appeal in the case of Sadd v. Griffin (reported 1908, 
2 K.B. 510), by which it has been decided that for the purposes of 
taxation under the Solicitors Act, 1843, the word ‘ disbursements ’”’ in 
section 37 means actual payments before delivery of the bill, and that 
any sums claimed in the bill as ‘‘ disbursements’ and not paid before 
its delivery must be disallowed, and that it is not sufficient for such 
items to be paid before the taxation is completed as has hitherto been 
the general practice. The matter is under the consideration of the 
Council of the Law Society, who have caused a rule to be prepared for 
the consideration of the Rule Committee to meet the difficulty created 
by the decision. 

Legal Education.—The grant of £150 from the Law Society has, the 
council are pleased to state, again been renewed. Since the last report 
fourteen courses of lectures have been given, as follows :—Six on Equity, 
Common Law and the Law of Contract, and two on Roman Law, for 
senior students, by Mr. A. M. Wilshire, barrister-at-law; and six by 
Mr. C. Alan Chilton, solicitor, for senior and junior students on the 
practice of the High Court, Civil Injuries, Ecclesiastical Law, Consti- 
tutional Law and the Law of Local Government, Real and Personal 
Property and Conveyancing. The total number of students entering for 
these lectures was 28. 

During the year seventeen articled clerks from Bristol passed the 
examinations of the Law Society; of these five passed the Intermediate 
examination and twelve the Final examination. Of the latter, one 
obtained first class honours, namely, Mr. Harold Fisher, articled to Mr. 
George Pearson, and one obtained third class honours, namely, Mr. 
Charles Gordon Thomas, articled to Messrs. Tanner & Clarke. A prize 
of £10 10s in law books was awarded by this society to Mr. Fisher, 
and one of £3 3s. to Mr. Thomas. 

Land Transfer.—A Royal Commission has been appointed to inquire 
into the working of the Land Transfer Acts, and in view of this it 
was determined at the annual meeting of the Associated Provincial 
Law Societies that evidence should be tendered on its behalf before 
the Commission, and that a special committee of the association should 
be appointed to make the necessary arrangements. This society is 
among those societies which have been requested to nominate a member 
to serve on this committee, and the council have nominated Mr. Sturge 
accordingly. No meetings of either the commission or the special com- 
mittee have yet been held. 

Circuit Changes.—It has been decided to apply for an Order in 
Council providing that in future civil business shall be taken at Bristol 
at the Autumn Assizes instead of criminal business only as at present. 
It is apprehended, however, that the order will not be obtained in time 
for the change to take effect this year. 

University in Bristol.—The council unanimously passed a resolution 
in favour of the establishment of a university in Bristol, believing that 
the same would help towards the desirable object of placing legal 
education on a more scientific basis. 

Banks as Executors and Trustees.—During the past year it was 
brought to the notice of the council that the Union of London & 
Smiths Bank, Limited, had issued a prospectus stating that they were 
prepared to act as executors and trustees under wills, and as trustees 
under settlements and other documents. As the result of communica- 
tion between the council and the bank a satisfactory assurance was 
received from the latter that the bank would, whenever practicable, 
employ in regard to any trust or executorship business the solicitor 
who had previously acted, and would not interfere with the practice of 
our profession as at present carried on in regard to such business. 

The Provincial Meeting of the Law Society.—The council has pro- 
visionally invited the Law Society to hold its Provincial meeting in 
Bristol in 1910, which invitation this meeting will be asked to confirm. 
The last occasion on which this meeting mice Bet here was in 1894. 
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The Solicitors’ Benevolent Association.—The council regret that the 
President’s appeal on behalf of the funds of the Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Association, in this its jubilee year, was not more generally responded 
to. It is hoped that some more subscriptions may yet be received 
before the expiration of the current year. 

Mr. John Miller.—The members of the council retiring by rotation 
are Mr. H. G. Bush, Mr. W. C. H. Cross, and Mr. J. Miller. In 
pursuance of the power given them by the 14th article of association 
the council nominates Mr. H. G. Bush for re-election. It is not pos- 
sible, however, for them to allow the retirement of Mr. John Miller 
from among them to pass without a special reference to his long, 
honourable, and useful career as one of their number. It is now 
exactly fifty years since Mr. Miller was elected a member of the former 
Bristol Law Library Society, and since the formation of the present 
society in 1871 he has continuously been a member of the council, 
except for a period of one year in 1873 and a period of three years 
from 1876 to 1879, during which, under the then existing articles of 
association, he was not eligible. For the last twenty-nine years his 
membership of the council has, therefore, been uninterrupted. While 
taking an active interest in every matter that came before the council, 
the library was for many years a special object of his attention, and 
the grateful thanks not only of his colleagues, but also of the whole 
profession in Bristol, are due to him for his assiduous care for every- 
thing that tended to maintain the honour and integrity of the 
profession. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SocIETY.-—Oct. 6.—Chairman, Mr. G. C. 
Blagden.—The a for debate was: “That the case of Johnson vy. 
Kearley (1908, 2 K. B. 514) was wrongly decided.” Mr. A. C. Dowding 
opened in the affirmative, Mr. 8S. A. Guest seconded in the aflirmative ; 
Mr. T. b. Harston opened in the negative, Mr. R. W. Handley seconded 
in the negative. The following members also spoke: Messrs. W. M. 
Pleadwell, G. L. Wates, F. C. Goodwin, D. 8. Cornock, J. Richardson, 
¥. Birch, and J. W. Moore. Mr. A. C. Dowding having replied, the 
question was carried by 12 votes to 7. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SocieETy.—Oct. 6.—Chairman, Mr. J. 8. 
Pritchett, barrister-at-law.—The following moot was debated: “That 
the case of Hyams v. Stuart King (52 SoLicrvoRs’ JOURNAL, 551; 1905, 
W. N. 145) was rightly decided.” The debate was opened by Mr. H. 
Birkett Barker, who was followec by Messrs. T. D. Walthall, P. T. 
Currie, J. D. Sampson, E. H, Clutterbuck, and R. R. C. Yates; the 
subject was opposed by Mr. G. A. Baker, supported by Messrs. T. H. 
Bethell, H. E. Swallow, and H. V. Argyle. ‘The openers having replied, 
afver an interesting summing up by the chairman, the question was 
put to the meeting, and resulted in favour of the affirmative by a narrow 
majority. A hearty vote of thanks to the chairman concluded the 
proceedings. 








Obituary. 
Mr. T. H. Baylis. 


Mr. Thomas Henry Baylis, K.C., died at Bournemouth on Sunday las: 
in his ninety-second year. He was educated at Harrow and Brasenose 
College, Oxford, and, after practising as a special pleader for several 
years, was called to the bar in 1856, joining the Northern Cireuit. He 
was made a Queen’s Counsel in June, 1875. He was appointed presiding 
judge of the Lord Mayor’s Court of Passage, Liverpool, in 1876, and 
— that office in 1903. He took a great interest in the Volunteer 

orce. 








Legal News. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


RICHARD CHAMBERLAIN FAITHFULL and CHARLES RoserTs LEAR, 
solicitors (Faithtull & Lear), Thanet House, Temple Bar, London. 
Sept. 29. 

JENKIN JONES and WILLIAM JOHN TREHARNE, solicitors (Jenkin 
‘Jones & Treharne), Swansea. Sept. 30. 


JoHN HAssALL KirtLEy and Ropert ARTHUR DENDY, solicitors 
(Thompson, Kirtley, & Dendy), 3, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, 
London. Sept. 30. [ Gazette, Oct. 2. 


Information Required. 


ARTHUR WILLIAM ORLANDO BRIDGEMAN.—Any person who bas 
knowledge of a Will made by Arthur William Orlando Bridgeman, late 
of 75, Station-road, Church-end, Finchley, deceased, is requested to 
communicate with Messrs. Tamplin, Tayler, & Joseph, of 165, Fenchurch- 
street, London, E.C. , 











General. 


We are glad to learn that his Honour Sir Sherston Baker, judge of 
the County Courts of Lincolnshire, has returned to England in improved 
health from Madeira, where he spent the month of September. 


lt is announced that cases in the Special Paper, which it was 


. arranged should be heard during the first week of the ensuing Michael- 


mas sittings, beginning on Monday next, will not be taken until 
Monday, the 19th inst., and two following days. Mr. Justice Jelf 
will hear those cases. 

The British delegates to the Copyright Conference will be :—Sir 
Henry Bergne, K.C.B., K.C.M.G.; Mr. G. R. Askwith, K.C., Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Board of Trade; and Count de Salis, Councillor 
of his Majesty’s Embassy at Berlin. The secretaries are Mr. R. L. 
Craigie, of the Foreign Office, and Mr. T. W. Phillips, of the Board 
of Trade. The first meeting of the conference is to be held in Berlin, 
on the 14th of October. 


Lawrance and Bucknill, JJ., have fixed the following commission 
days for the Autumn Assizes on the Western Circuit :—Salisbury, 
Monday, October 12; Dorchester, Thursday, October 15; Bodmin, Mon- 
day, October 19; Exeter, Friday, October 23; Taunton, Friday, October 
30; Winchester, Thursday, November 5; Bristol, Monday, November 
16. Mr. Justice Lawrance will go alone as far as Winchester, and at 
the conclusion of the business there he will return to London. Mr. 
Justice Bucknill will join the Circuit at Bristol. 


The benchers of Gray’s Inn are, says the 7'imes, taking steps, in 
connection with the three-hundredth anniversary of the election of 
Francis Bacon as Treasurer of the Inn, to commemorate his lifelong 
association with their society. It was on the 17th of October, 1608, that 
he was elected treasurer. At a luncheon to be given in Gray’s Inn-hall 
on the 17th inst., the benchers will entertain a numerous company of 
those whose positions and pursuits give them particular reasons for 
interest in Bacon’s career; and the first night in term will be observed 
in Hall by the members of the society as a Bacon Anniversary. It is 
probable also that some memorial of Bacon of a permanent character 
will be placed in one of the open spaces of Gray’s Inn. 


The following are the commission days fixed by the Lord Chief 
Justice and Darling, J., for holding the Autumn Assizes on the Oxford 
Circuit :—Reading, Thursday, October 22; Oxford, Tuesday, October 
27; Worcester, Friday, October 30; Gloucester, Wednesday, November 
4; Monmouth, Monday, November 9; Hereford, Thursday, Novem- 
ber 12; Shrewsbury, Monday, November 16; Stafford, Thursday, 
November 19. The date for Birmingham has not been definitely fixed, 
but it is expected to be either Saturday, November 28, or Monday, 
November 30. Mr. Justice Darling will go on the Circuit alone as far 
as Hereford, and at the conclusion of the business there he will return 
to London. The Lord Chief Justice will join the Circuit at Shrews- 
bury, and will go on alone to Stafford, afterwards being joined at 
Birmingham by Mr. Justice Sutton. 


‘“They do these things better in France,’’ we are tempted, says a 
writer in the last issue of the Journal of the Society of Comparative 
Legislation, to exclaim, with the author of ‘‘ The Sentimental Journey,” 
in reading the evidence as to the bankruptcy system in France given 
before the Board of Trade Bankruptcy Committee that has just 
reported. France, to begin with, has a very high standard of com- 
mercial honour. More than a hundred years ago the National Conven- 
tion resolved that a man who had contracted a debt should never be 
free from liability to pay it, and to that ideal France has steadily 
adhered, and still adheres in this sense, that an insolvent debtor cannot 
be civilly ‘‘ rehabilitated ’’ until he has paid every penny he owes; and 
though the relief of bankruptcy is now conceded, the privilege is 
confined to traders. But it is in its disciplinary dealing with offending 
debtors that the superiority of the French methods discovers itself. 
Here in England a debtor may evade, and does evade, retribution for 
his offences by the simple expedient of not applying for his discharge. 
There is no machinery to compel him to face that ordeal, and it is not 
worth anybody’s while to prosecute for criminal offences. In France 
the debtor must be punished if he commits any of the offences com- 
prehended under the terms ‘‘ banqueroute simple’’ and ‘‘ banqueroute 
frauduleuse.”’ Extravagance in living, gambling, or speculation, giving 
fraudulent preferences, staving off bankruptcy by buying things on 
credit and re-selling them below their value—all these fall within the 
category of ‘‘ banqueroute simple,”’ and are punishable with imprison- 
ment varying from one month to two years. The worse offences of 
making away with books, concealing property, or fabricating fictitious 
debts—which constitute ‘‘ banqueroute frauduleuse ’’—are visited with 
the French equivalent of penal servitude—travaux forcés—from five to 
twenty years. Even simple insolvency—faillite—may be punished if 
the trader fails to file his petition for fifteen days after finding himself 
insolvent. This is another feature of the French system not without 
its lesson for us; for it is the struggle to keep going on the part of a 
debtor who is hopelessly insolvent which so often plunges him deeper 
in the financial quagmire, and leads to those reckless borrowings, 
fraudulent preferences, and fraudulent settlements that furnish the 
chief occupation for the Court in Bankruptcy. The difficulty is that 
‘knack of hoping’? which so many debtors share with Goldsmith— 
witness the inflated estimate which they put upon their assets in the 
statement of their affairs. How are we to combat this incurable 
optimism ? = wal 
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Lord Justice Buckley, in a case heard by the Court of Appeal a day 
or two before the Long Vacation began, indulged, says a writer in the 
Globe, in a ng pss ge classification of witnesses. There are, 
according to the Lord Justice, four classes of witnesses (1) the timid, 
who is afraid to say too much, and therefore seldom comes up to his 
proof; (2) the enthusiastic witness, who always exaggerates, however 
unwittingly; (3) the witness who is neither nervous nor given to 
exaggeration, and tells a plain, straightforward story; (4) the witness 
who tells the truth, but not the whole truth, and keeps something 
back. A more epigrammatic judge, it will be remembered, divided 
witnesses into three classes : ‘‘ Liars, —— liars, and expert witnesses.”’ 

A quaint yet interesting and impressive ceremony which Mr. 
Campbell, K.C., the newly-appointed Scottish judge, will have to go 
through before he asce nds the Bench, like all those judges who have 
been appointed before him, will take place, says the Globe, at Edin- 
burgh at the beginning of the term. The new judge, in Court dress, 
and carrying in his hand a three-cornered hat, appears in the First 
Division of the Court of Session, and hears a case argued before the 
Judges of that Court. He then repairs to the Court of the Senior Lord 
Ordinary, along with whom he hears a case debated in the procedure 
roll. Meantime, all the judges have assembled in the First Division, 
and the Senior Lord Ordinary, and the ‘‘ Lord Probationer,’’ as the 
new judge is called, return to that court, when the Lord Probationer 
delivers judgment on both cases he has heard. If the judges approve 
of the judgment, the Lord President announces to the Lord Probationer 
that he has ‘“ passed his trials.”’ The latter then ‘‘ robes,’ and the 
Lord President then invites his Lordship to his seat on the Bench with, 


as the quaint formula has it, ‘‘the judicial title of Lord —,’’ The 
new judge then ascends the Bench, and shakes hands with each of his 
brethren in turn. This ceremony may last quite a considerable time, 


depending, of course, on the length of counsel’s speeches in the cases 
the new judge has to hear. Great interest is invariably taken in this 
ceremony in Edinburgh. The Court-room is:thronged with members 
of the bar, solicitors, and the general public. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Rxoistrars In ATTENDANCE ON 





Date Bmercexcy Apprat Court Mr, Justice Mr, Justice 
. Rota. No. 2, Joyor. Swixren Eapy. 

Monday ...Oct, 12 Mr Leach Mr Borrer Mr Beal Mr Bloxam 
Tuesday ....... oo 13 Farmer Greswell Goldschmidt Leach 
Wednesday ...... 14 Goldschmidt Beal Church Farmer 
Thursday ......... 15 Church Goldschmidt Synge sJorrer 
i a 16 Beal Church Theed Greswell 
Saturday ......... 17 Theed Synge Tindal King Beal 








Mr, Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. Warrinaton. NxvILLE PARKER. Eve. 
Monday ...Oct. 12 Mr Farmer Mr Synge Mr Church Mr Tindal King 
Tuesday ......... 13 Borrer Theed Synge Bloxam — 
Wednesday...... 14 Greswell Tindal King Theed Leach 
Thursday . | Beal Bloxam Tindal King Farmer 
Friday .... . 16 Goldschmidt Leach Bloxam Borrer 
Saturday ......... 17 Chorch Farmer Leach Greswell 
MICHAELMAS SITTINGS 1908. 
COURT OF APPEAL. Friday ..... 23...Mots and non-wit list 


Apreat Court I. 
King’s Bench Division ‘New Trial Parner) 
oh be proceesed with on and after | Monday......26 . Sitting in chambers 
Taesday, the 13th of October. Tuesday .. 27., Fur con and non-wit list 


, Wednesday = ; 
Other Business to be taken in this Court | Thursday ...29 § Nom-wit list 
will from time to time be announced in | Friday ... . 30 Mots and non. wit list 
the Daily Cause List. | Saturday ...31 { Sht caus, pets, and non- 
Apprat Court IT. | ( wit list 
Chancery Division (General List) will be ow Nov.2. Sitting in chambers _ 
procesied with on and after suesday, | yosi8¥--~ 3..Fur con, and non-wit list 
the 13th of October. Th ~~ dh $ 5| Non-wit list 
Other Business to be taken in this Court | -2UTSay . 


. + Sht caus, pets, and non- 
Sabena 24 } wit list P 





will, from time to time, be announced in | Friday ...... 6...Mots and non-wit list 
the Daily Cause List. | Saturday ... 7 i oe nat: pots, and new- 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. Monday...... 9 . Sitting in chambers 
CHANCERY DIVISION. Tuesday — .. 10.,.Fur con ana don-wit list 
Lorp C#ancerior’s Court. Wedneeda 


Thursday .. y re f j Non-wit list 

Friday ...... 3. ’ Mots and non-wit list 

Saturday ...14 { Sht caus, pete, and non-wit 
AS) list 


Mr. Justice JOYCE. 


Except when other Business is advertised | 
in the Daily oy — Actions with 
t il th 
be Gittings. be _ Toughout Monday..... - Sitting in chambers 
Tuesdav ..Fur con and non-wit list 
Cuaycery Covrart I. Wednesday isi 
Ms. Jusrion SWINFEN EADY. ‘Thursday ...19 ) NOD-Wit list 
Except when other Business advertised | Friday ..... 20 . Mots and non-wit list 
im the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice Saturday .. an f St caus, pets, and non-wit 


Seinren Eapy will take Actions with 


Witnesses daily throughout the Bit- | Monday..... 23 ..Sitting in chambers 
tings. Tuesaay -, 24.,.Fur con and non-wit list 


Ma. Justice WARRINGTON. | Thursday 96 | Non-wit list 
Mon., Oct. 12...Motions | Friday ...... ej Bh and non-wit list 
Tuesday 13...Fur con, and non-wit list 8 aff Sht caus, pets, and non-wit 
list 


Wednesday 
. 80...Sitting in chambers 


14 
Thured r. iss Non-wit list. 
Friday . “= Mots and non-wit list Tues., Dec, 1...Fur con and non-wit list 


Cuancery Covat IT. | Wednesday 
| 


Saturday .. 
Monday... 


} 
| 
Sht caus, pets, and non- Wednesday Mwy 

tonto. 17 | ois Hee Toursday y 2} Non-wit list 
Monday...... a ee in —— ” Friday ,... : 4..Mots and non-wit list 
Tuesday ...20.,.Fur con, and non-wit list bht ¥ ® i 
Th ¥ 3 } Non-wit list Baturday a {tise pegnemdagyangatas 
Thursday ...22 | Monday...... 7.,.Sitting in chambers 


pe mer Pt .. 8...Far con and non-wit list 
nesday 9 / +; on 26 
Thursday ~ 10 | Noo-wit list 


Friday ......11 it and non-wit list 

Saturday ...12 f _ caus, pets, and non-wit 

Monday ..... 14°* Sitting in chambers 

me as -Fur con and non-wit list 
nesday 16} 

Thuravay.. bu ; Non-wit liet 

Friday ...... ..Mots and non-wit list 

faturday ... = of _ caus, pets, and non-wit 


Monday..... 21.. , matters. 

Any cause ‘intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard, and the necessary Papers. includ- 
jb re a of the minutes of the -. 

— udgment or order must be left 
e judge’s clerk one clear day 
A the ‘cause is to be put into the 


paper. 

N.B.—The following pa on further con- 
sideration are required for the use of the 
judge, viz.:—Two copies of minutes of 
the 2 gy Dp mam or order, 1 copy 
ple 1 copy master's certificate, 

oi oe must be left in court with the 

—: clerk one clear day before the 

further consideration is ready to come 

into the paper. 
Cuancery Cover III. 


Mr. Justice NEVILLE. 
Mon,, Oct. 12...Motions * 
ee ~ oe Acts and non- 
nesday 14/ 4, 
Thursday ...15 4 Non-wit list 
Friday ..,...16 ..Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ...17 ii Sht caus, pets, and nun-wit 


Monday......19 . Bitting i in chambers ‘ 

‘ i - 
Tuesday ...20 { a Acts and non 
Aen sd Qin 
Thursday .. aaj Non-wit list 
Friday ., ...2g . Mots and non-wit list _ 
Saturday ... , oe, pets, and non-wit 
Monday ...... 26.. ‘Bitting i in chambers 
Tacslay ..s7 | Companico Acts ani sen- 


Wednesday 28). 

Thursday .. 29 ‘ Non-wit list 

Friday ...... 30 Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday .. 31 { iiet Sht caus, pets, and non-wit 


Mon. Nov. 2.. sitting i in wry 

{ Companies Acts and non- 
Toews 8 ih 

ednesday 4/ - ; 

Thureday .. 5 | Non-wit list 
Friday ..,... 6...Mote and non wit list 
Saturday ... | ae and nou-wit 
Monday...... 9 . Sitting in chambers 


Tuesday .. 10! Companies Acts and non- 


W, t wit list 
Thursday 11 of Non-wit list 
Friday .. “is. ;eete and pon- ety 
ht caus, ts, non- 
Saturday ...14 { a 


Monday...... 16. mone fe in ee, 
Yompanies Acte and non- 
peony ul lt wit list 
nesday 18 ; 
Tousslay 19 j Non-wit list 
Friday ......20...Mots and non-wit list 


Saturday 21 oy caus, pets, and non-ait 
Monday..... 23 . Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday oS Acts and non- 
Wednesda 4 y 

Thureday .. Y { Non-wit list 

Friday . ” Mots and non-wit list 


ps Ai 28 * 26 sh caus, pets, and non-wit 


Monday......30.. aes in Gamheve 

{ Companies Acts and non- 
Tues., Dec. 1 i wit list 
Thursday : { Non-wit list 
Friday ...... 4. sie and ap nd 

Eht caus, pets, and non-wit 
Saturday .. 5S Tiet 
Monday...,.. 7...8itting in chambers 
Tuesday . | wit Acts and non- 


w wit list 

ednesday 

Thursday .. P f ! Non-wit list 

Friday ......11...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ...12 } ~ caus, pets, and non-wit 


Monday...,. 14 } some in “7 
psmies Acts and non- 

batneased + 15} vit list 

Thurday 17 { Non-wit list 

Friday ...,, 18...Mots and non-wit list 

Saturday ...19 {tee Sht caus, pets, and non-wit 

Monday... . 21., 1—-® wit list 

Any cause intended to be heard as a short 

cause must be so marked in the cause 





book at least one clear day before the 


same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard, The necessary papers, includ- 
ing two copies of minutes of the pro- 
posed judgment or order, must be left 
in court with the judge’s clerk not less 
than one clear day before the cause is to 
be putin the paper. In default the cause 
will not be put in the paper. 

N.B.—The following papers on further 
consideration are required for the use of 
the judge, viz. :—Two copies of a ar 
of the pro; judgment or order, 1 
copy pleadings, and 1 copy master’s 
certificate. These must be left in court 
with the judge’s clerk not less than 
one clear day before the further con- 
sideration is ready to come into the paper. 

Cuancery Court IV. 
Mr. Justice PARKER. 

Except when other busines is advertised 
in the Daily Clause List Mr. Justice 
Paexsr will take Actions with Wit- 
nesses daily throughout the Sittings. 

Krxo’s Beycn Court. 

Mr. Justicz EVE. 
Mon., Oct. 32 . Motions 
ar my Ale -18...Fur con and gen pa 

14 
Thursday. 1 y 5} General paper 
Friday .... =i .Mots and gen pa 

§ Mancuester and Liverpool 

Saturday ...17 | busioess 

Monday .....19...Sitting in chambers 

Tuesday ...20 { _ caus, pets, and fur 

Wednesd 1 

Towsley "22 General paper 

Friday ...... 23 ..Mots and gen pa 

Saturday ...24..General paper 

Monday ..., 26...Sitting in chambers 


ar me Ae .-27...8ht caus, pets, and fur con 
pednendey 38 | General paper 


Friday ... “30. — — gen Pe ‘ 
iverpool and Manchester 

Saturday ...31 paints 

Mon,, Nov. ; Sitting in chambers 

Tuesday .. Sht caus, pets, fur con and 


Wea gen pa 
Wednesday y 4 «i General paper 
Friday ...... 8. Mots and gen pa 
Saturday... 7...General paper 


Monday ...., 9...Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday...... “10 i a a pete, fur con and 
Wednesday 11 


Zeaseday .. 12} General paper 

Friday .. 4s a gen pa ™ 
Mancbester and Liverpoo! 

Saturday ...14 { business 

Monday ..,.. 16...8itting in chambers 

Tuesday .. AT; | Sht caus, pets, far con and 


(gen pa 
b heater ee 4 { General paper 
Friday ......20...Mots and gen pa 
Satustay.. -21 . General paper 
Monday......23...8itting in chambers 
Tuesday ...24 fon Sht — pets, fur con and 


Wednesday 25) 

Thursday .. 28 § Sed paper 

Friday ...., 27.. ro and gen pa 
heute = ! = et a and Manchester 
Monday..... 30...Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday Dec.1 Sht caus, pets, tur con 





Wea and gen pa 

7 tee on 3 3} General paper 
Friday ..... 4...Mots and gen pa 
Sati y ... 5. General paper 


Monday...... 7...8itting in chambers 
Tuesday ... 5 (gen pe caus, pets, far con and 


Wednesday 

Thursday ...10 0 ¢ General paper 

Friday ......11...Mote and gen pa __ 
Saturday ...12 ' ons smog and Liverpool 
Monday......14...8itting in chambers 
Tuesday ...15 heed Bht — pets, fur con and 


Wi 

Wednesday 1 4 7} Seneeel paper 
—— ievsen 18. -Mots and gen pa 
ae el - j General paper 

Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper tg be so 
heard. Two copies of the minutes of 
the proposed ju ent or order Joust 
be ett in court with the judge’s clerk 
one clear day before the cause is to be 
put in the paper. In default the cause 
will not be put in the paper. 

N.B.—The following papers on further con: 
sideration are required for the use of tne 


judge, viz.: —Two copies of minutes of the 
eT ae or order, 1 copy plead- 
master’s certificate, 


which must be ett in court with the 





’s clerk one clear day before the 
consideration is ready to come 
into the paper. 








to 
FF 


A 


T 






Om 














Oct. 10, 1908. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 52.] 827 








COURT OF APPEAL. 


MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1908. 


The Appeals or other Business proposed to be taken will, from time 
to time, be announced in the Daily Cause List. 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), 
AND THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES 
COURTS. 

(General List. ) 
1908. 

Seward and anr v Met Electric Tramways ld appl of pltffs from order 
of Mr. Justice Warrington, dated Oct 25, 1907, and cross-notice by 
deft, dated Feb 8, 1908 Feb 8 

In re Clifford, dec Hart and ors v Reeve and ors appl of defts from 
order of Mr Justice Neville, dated Nov 16, 1907 March 6 

Attorney-Gen v Birmingham, &c. Drainage Board appl of defts from 


judgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Nov 21, 1907 (s o 2nd day | 


Hilary, 1909) March 14 

White v Summers appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Parker, 
dated April 6, 1908. April 10 

The Great Western Ry Co v The Midland Ry Co appl of pltffs from 
order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated May 26 1908 June 5 

Elliston and ors v Reacher and ors appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Parker, dated May 15, 1908 June 10 

West Surrey Wool and Flock Mills ld and ors v Louis Henry Raw 
appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Joyce, dated March 6, 1908 
June 11 

Foden v Wallis & Steevens ld appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Swinfen Eady, dated March 19, 1908 June 16 

In re Lubbock, dec Lubbock v Lubbock appl of deft from judgt of 
Mr Justice Neville, dated March 27, 1908 June 16 

In re Grimthorpe, dec Beckett v Grimthorpe appl of deft from order 
of Mr Justice Eve, dated Feb 18, 1908 June 17 

Burgess v Booth and ors appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Eve, 
dated May 18, 1908 June 18 

In re Jolley, dec Duncombe v Sykes appl of deft from order of Mr 
Justice Eve, dated April 4, 1908 June 23 

Wedgerfield v De Bernardy appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Parker, dated April 1, 1908 (security ordered Aug 28) June 25 

Adler v Deutsch, Schlesinger & Co appl of pltff from judgt of Mr 
Justice Warrington, dated May 29, 1908 June 30 

The Butterley Co ld v The New Hucknall Colliery Co ld_ appl of 
defts from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated June 20, 1908 July 3 

Philippart and anr v W Whiteley ld_ appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr 
Justice Parker, dated June 3, 1908 July 4 In the Matter of the 
tegistered Trade Mark, No 274,557 of Gustave Phillipart and In 
the Matter of the Trade Marks Act, 1905 appl of respt from order 
of Mr Justice Parker, dated June 3, 1908 (security ordered, Sept 20) 
July 4 

Clark v Crosland appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Eve, dated 
May 30, 1908 July 8 

Samuel and ors v Ofner and ors appl of deft R Ofner from order of 
Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated May 7, 1908 July 17 

In re James Bruce, dec Lawford v Bruce appl of deft from order of 
Mr Justice Neville, dated April 2, 1908 July 21 

The Right Hon Lewis Charles Paget Fitzhardinge v Purcell appl of 
deft fooie order of Mr Justice Parker, dated April 13, 1908 (produce 
order in 14 days—security ordered July 29) July 24 

In re The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900 and In re The International 
Securities Corpn ld appl of Company from order of Mr Justice 
Swinfen Eady, dated July 22, 1908 (produced order) July 25 

Norton and ors v Norton and anr appl of Rev T Norton from order 
of Mr Justice Neville, dated July 6, 1908 (produce order) July 28 

In re A F Fieldwick, dec Johnson v Adamson and ors appl of defts 
from order of Mr Justice Parker, dated June 4, 1908 (produce order) 
July 28 

In re Hadley, dec Johnson v Hadley appl of deft from order of Mr 
Justice Parker, dated July 2, 1908 July 30 

Farquhar v The Newbury Rural District Council appl of pltff from 
order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated July 16, 1908 July 30 

In the Matter of The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900, and In the Matter 
of The International Securities Corpn ld appl of Messrs Osborn & 
Osborn from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated July 22, 1908 
(produce order) July 30 

Adair v The New River Co ld and The Metropolitan Water Board 
appl of defts The Metropolitan Water Board from order of Mr 
Justice Warrington, dated June 4, 1908 (produce order) July 31 

Dalley v Dalley appl of plitff from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated 
July 18, 1908 July 31 

The British Ore Concentration Syndicate ld and Alexander Stanmore 
Elmore v The Minerals Separation ld appl of pltffs from order of 
Mr Justice Neville, dated July 18, 1908 July 31 

Osborne v The Amalgamated Society of Railway Servants, &c, and 
ors appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated July 21, 
1908 July 31 

The Royal Insce Co id v The Midland Insce Co ld _ appl of pltffs from 
order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated July 14, 1908 Aug 5 

In the Matter of the Trusts of the University of London Medical 

Sciences Institute Fund Fowler v The Attorney-Gen appl of 

Attorney-Gen from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated July 18, 1908 

Aug 5 . 





Liverpool & North Wales Steamship Co ld v Mersey Trading Co ld 
appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated June 4, 1908, 
and cross-notice by defts, The Mersey Trading Co ld, dated Sept 1 
(produce order) Aug 7 

The Great Western Ry Co v The Carpalla United China Clay Co ld 
and Viscount Clifden appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Eve, 
dated July 14, 1908 Aug 7 

Owen v Faversham Corpn appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Eve, dated June 23, 1908 August 7 

Leng & Co ld v Andrews appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Eve, 
dated July 27, 1908 (produce order) August 10 

The Attorney-Gen v The Great Northern Ry Co appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Neville, dated July 28, 1908 August 10 

Claims Realization Co ld v Classen and anr appl of defts from order 
e Mr Justice Neville, dated June 24, 1908 (produce order) August 


The Mayor, Aldermen and Councillors of the City of Westminster v 
The Rector and Churchwardens of the Parish of St George's, 
Hanover Square appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Warring- 
ton, dated July 31, 1908 August 12 

The Northern Press & Engineering Co ld and anr v Shepherd appl 
-! deft from judgt of Mr Justice Eve, dated July 29, 1908 August 
1 

In the Matter of the Companies’ Acts, 1862 to 1907, and in the 
Matter of the Casualty Insce Co ld appl of Company and Creditors 
from order of Mr Justice Eve, dated August 19, 1908 August 21 

Hassan v Hassan appl of plitff from order of Mr Justice Warrington, 
dated June 17, 1908 Sept 30 

Chapman v Michaelson appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Eve, 
dated July 10, 1908 Oct 1 

In re Maclean, &c. Borden v Borden appl of deft from order of Mr 
Justice Parker, dated July 30, 1908 Oct 5 


FROM THE CHANCERY AND PROBATE AND DIVORCE 
DIVISION. 


(Interlocutory List.) 
1908. 


Cliff v The British Natural Premium Life Assoc ld and ors appl of 
defts from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated July 10, 1908 
(produce order) July 28 

Oetzmann and ors v The Shoreham and Lancing Land Co ld appl of 
pitffs, E J Oetzmann and A A H Hardwick from order of Mr 
Justice Eve, dated July 10, 1908 (produce order) July 28 Same v 
Same appl of pltfis, E J Oetzmann and A A H Hardwick from order 
of Mr Justice Ros, dated July 10, 1908 (produce order) July 28 

In the Matter of The Calgary and Medicine Hat Land Co ld Pigeon 
v The Company and ors appl of deft Company from order of Mr 
Justice Joyce, dated July 14, 1908 August 1 

Attorney-Gen and ors v Barry Ry and ors appl of pltfis from order 
of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated July 29, 1908 (produce order) 
August 7 

In re Bailey, dec Bailey and ors v Bailey and ors appl of F_C 
Bostock, Trustee, from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated July 30, 
1908 August 12 

In re The Elementary Education Acts, 1870 to 1873, and In re The 
Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Act, 
1903, and In re The Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 appl of 
petnr Eliza Baxter from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated July 14, 
1908 August 13 ; 

Cavendish v Tarry appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Eve, dated 
August 12, 1908. August 27 

FROM THE PROBATE AND DIVORCE DIVISION. 
(GENERAL LisT.) 
1908. 


Divorce Harriman, Lily Isabel (petnr) v Harriman, William Vines 
(respt) appl of petnr in formd pauperis by order, from judgt of Mr. 
Justice Bucknill, dated April 29, 1908 April 30 

Probate In re Marianne Govett, dec Finney v Govett and ors appl 
of defts from order of Mr Justice Bargrave Deane, dated June 16, 
1908 June 22 ¥ 

Divorce V S Gulbenkian v A Gulbenkian A Gulbenkian orse Kou- 
yourndjian (petnr) v V S Gulbenkian (respt) appl of Vahan Sarkis 
Gulbenkian (applt) from judgt of The President, dated July 22, 
1908 Aug l 


FROM THE COUNTY PALATINE COURT OF LANCASTER. 
(Frvat List.) 
1908 


In the Matter of the Trusts of the Share of Philip Behrens, dec, and 
in the Matter of the Trustee Act, 1893, and in the Matter of the 
Chancery of Lancaster Acts, 1850 to 1890 appl of W G Wilde 
(petnr) from judgt of The Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine 
of Lancaster, dated March 30, 1908 May 22 

In re Henry Hodge, dec Hodge v Hodge appl of plitff from judgt of 
The Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster, dated 
May 18, 1908 June 22 

(InteRLocuTory List.) 

Bullivant v Trafford Park Dwellings ld appl of defts from order of 
The Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster, dated 
June 20, 1908 July 17 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 


CHANCERY 
MICHAELMAS 


DIVISION. 
1908. 


Notices RELATING TO THE CHANCERY Cause List. 


Motions, Petitions, and Short Causes will be taken on the days 
stated in the Michaelmas Sittings Paper. 


Mr. Justice Joyce. 


Except when other business is advertised in the 


Daily Cause List, Actions with Witnesses will be taken daily through- 


out the Sittings. 


Mr, Justice Swinren Eapy.—Except when other business is adver- 
tised in the Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice Swinfen Eady will sit for 


the disposal of his 
Sittings. 
Mr. Justice WARRINGTON. 


Lo dship’s Witness 


List daily throughout the 


Except when other business is advertised 


in the Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice Warrington will take his business 
as announced in the Michaelmas Sittings Paper. 


Mr. Justice Nevitte will 
Michaelmas Sittings Paper. 
Mr. Justice Parker. 


take 


his 


business as announced 


Except when other business is advertised in 


the Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice Parker will sit for the disposal of 
his Lordship’s Witness List daily throughout the Sittings. 
Mr. Justice Eve will take his business as announced in the Michael- 


mas Sittings Paper. 
Liverpool and Manchester 
Liverpool and Mancheste1 


Business. 
business on Saturdays, the 17th and 3lst 


Mr. Justice Eve will take 


October, the 14th and 28th November, and the 12th December. 


Summonses before the Judge in Chambers. 


Mr. Justice WARRING- 


Ton, Mr. Justice Nevitie, and Mr. Justice Eve will sit in Court every 
Monday during the Sittings to hear Chamber Summonses 

Summonses Adjourned into Court and Non-Witness Actions will be 
heard by Mr. Justice Warrincton, Mr. Justice Nevitte, and Mr. 


Justice Eve. 


in the | 


Wertheim v Lord act 

Thomas vy British Equitable Assce 
act and counterclaim 

Cuthbert v Robarts, Lubbock & 
Co act 

Liscombe vy Waterlow & 
Layton Id act 

Thomas vy Thomas 


Bros 


act and coun- 


terclaim 

Brunner, Mond & Co v Stuart 
act 

Hulbert v Dale act 

Glyn v Howell act 

Picture Press ld v Ross act 


Purnell v ‘Wood act 
Vavasour v Archbishop of Can- 
terbury act 
Miller v Miller act 
Edmundson’s Electricity Corpn v 
Pinching & Walton act 
re G E Taylor's Registered 
Design, No. 497,805, and In re 
The Patents, Designs and Trade 
Marks Acts, 1883 to 1902 m 


In 


Weston v Beaufort Finance Co 
act 

Moore v Skinner act 

Same v Same act 

Coats v Hertfordshire County 


Council act 
Bank of Africa ld v Cohen act 
and counterclaim 
Ayerst v Margetson 
Barton v Jeffs act 


act 





NorTice With REFERENCE TO THE CHANCERY WITNESS LISTs. 
During the Michaelmas Sittings the judges will sit for the disposal 


of Witness Actions as follows : 


Mr. Justice Joyce will take the Witness List for Joyce and Eve, JJ. 


Eapy and Nevitte, JJ. 


Mr. Justice Parker will take the Witness List for WARRINGTON and |! 


Parker, JJ. 
eae ee 


Mr. Justice Swinren Eapy will take the Witness List for Swinren | 
| 
| 
| 


CHANCERY CAUSES FOR TRIAL OR HEARING. 


Set down to October 3rd, 1908. 


Before Mr. Justice Joyce. 
Retained 
Causes for Trial without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonses. 
In re Taylor, dec Taylor v Taylor 
adjd sumns 
In re Hayter 
act 
In re Parry & Williams’ Contract 
and In re The Vendor and Pur 
chaser Act, 1874 adjd sumns 
In re Rickford’s Settlement Heath- 
cote v Rickford adjd sumns 
In re Saul Norrie v Saul adjd 
sumns 
re 
Ecroyd v 
sumns 
Ind, Coope & Co v Matthews act 
without pleadings 
In re Herring Herring v Treloar 
adjd sumns 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 
Harlech v Huntley act 
In re R P Graham, dec 
Graham act 
Goldman v Davis 
Jones v Jones act 
Gruntwag & Morton v Bull act 
In re James Jones, dec Smith v 
Jones act 
In re Etty, dec 
son act 
In re Friend, dec 


Thompson v Hayter 


Backhouse’s Settlement 
Backhouse = adjd 


In 


Legge v 


act 


Pierson vy Smith 
Ball v Friend 


a 

Lister v Brookes Id_ act 

In re Seago, dec Seago vy Allerton 
act 

Gowland v Monkhouse act 

White v Hancock act 

Lyon v Sampson act 

Carnegie Steel Co v Bell Bros ld 
and another act (fixed for 


Nov 17) 


Wormull y Wormull 


act 


Locker-Lampson vy Staveley Coal 
and Iron Co ld _ act 

In re Carrick, dec Little v Car- | 
rick act 

Sherwell v The Brit Transvaal | 
and General Financial Co ld | 
act | 


Mudge v Brit Imperial Assce Co 
Id act and counterclaim 

In re J H Fryer, dee Fryer v 
Fryer act 

Colet Estates ld v Davis 

Stone v The Dosthill 
Quarry Co ld act 

Brittain v Pease & 


act | 
Granite | 


Partners 


ld | 


act 
In re Isaac Fogg, dec Ridgway 
v Fogg act 
Strand Wood Co ld v Gaul act | 
Adcock v Parson act 
Walter Lancaster & Co v Shaw 
& Leathley act 
Harry Peck & Co ld v Wright, 
Delort & Co act and counter- | 
claim 


Lister & Co v Lister act 

In re An Indenture of Settlement 
dated August 8, 1903 Robinson 
Vv Hobbs act 

Parsons v August act 

In re G Mann & Co 
v The Company act 

Flower & Sons ld v Pritchard | 
act, counterclaim, and m f j 

Free Wallpaper Co v Waller act | 

In re Abbott Shead v Abbott | 
act 

Wiseman v Patz act 

Morgan v Griffiths act 

Leatheries ld v Lycett Saddle and 
Motor Co act 

Jack v John Barker & Co 

Reid v Bickerstaff act 

Tull v Stevenson act 


Doubleday 


act 





| Jénképings 


| In re Hardy 


| In re Bowes, dec 


Gray v Gray act 
Salisbury Jones v Garnett, War- 
dell & Westcott act 


Cunningham v Atchley act 


In re Cunningham Cunningham 
v Cunningham act 
Horlick v Bottomley act and 


counterclaim 

och Vulcans Tand- 
sticksfabriks Aktiebolag v Pink 
* act 

Paine v Russell 
claim 

De Dion-Bouton (1907) 
Charles Muskett act 

Lady Hood of Avalon vy Mackinnon 
and others action 

White v Belsham act 

Bernard vy Bernard act 


act and counter- 


Id v 


Corser v Underwood act 
Westlake v Cox act 
Parrish vy Mexico Tramways ld 


and others act 


| Bonas v Vryheid (Natal) Ry, Coal 


and Iron Co Id act and coun- 
terclaim 

In re Bobbett, dec 
Robbett act 


Lewington v 





' Before Mr. Justice Swinren Eapy. 


Retained by order. 
Chancery Division. 
Motion. 


In re Oates Beal v Burtonshaw 


| ; ‘ = 
Causes for Trial without Witnesses 


and Adjourned Summonses. 


| Wagstaff v Mayor, &c. of City of 


London adjd sumns 


| In re Winfield Pegg v Winfield 


adjd sumns 

re Bond West v 
act without pleadings 
Hardy v 


Society for the 
Propagation of the Gospel in 
Foreign Parts v Bates adjd 
sumns 


In Pemberton 
Hardy 
adjd sumns 


Companies (Winding Up). 
Court Summonses. 

Dover Coalfields Extension Id (on 
Cousins & Fourdert’s claims— 
pt hd) 

Same 
nesses) 


(misfeasance—with _ wit- 


Causes for Trial (with Tae ae 
Staunton v Hampshire Light Rai 
ways (Electric) Co act 


Woodbridge v Harvie act 

In re Foster, dec Foster v Pullin 
act and m f j 

In re The Cos’, Acts, 1862 te 


1900, and In re the matter of 
The De Dion-Bouton (1907) Co 
ld m of F G Bowen 

In re Same and Same 
Tweedy to rectify register 

Nash v Summers act and m f j 

In re Hannah Crowe, dec Sawyer 
v Crowe act 

The Trustee of the Property of 
Edward Hore, a bankrupt v 


m of 


Hore act 

The Johnson Lundell Electric 
Traction Co ld v_ Raworth’s 
Traction Patents ld act 

Same v Birmingham Midland 
Tramways ld_ act 

Evans v Warlow act 

Seal v Camplin & Sons act 


Gwyther v Hoskin’s Trustees act 

Bovill v Head act 

Young v Shipley act 

Cook v Fleming & Co, Bermond- 
sey Id_ act 

Bray v Weiss & Biheller act 

Hickton’s Patent Syndicate v The 
Patents and Machine Improve- 
ment Co ld act and m f j 

Paquin ld v Belloni act 

The Leicestershire & Warwick- 
shire Electrical Power Co ld v 
Johnson act and counterclaim 

Attorney-Gen v Mayor &c of Ply- 
mou act 

Russell v Moore act 

Fenwick v Talbot act 

Cole v Morgan act 

In re Murray, dec 
Murray act 

Davies v Davies Patent Boiler ld 
act 

Mercer’s Trustees v Sutton act 

Taylor v Whitbread & Co act 

In re Robinson’s Trusts Block v 


Murray v 


Harratt act 
Watts v Callard act and counter- 
claim 


Beames v Benson act and counter- 
claim 

In re Mavins, dec 
Mavins act 

Foat v Metropolitan Rv Co act 

In re Campbell, dec Campbell v 
Corbet act 

Marriott v East Grinstead Gas and 
Water Co act 

Bird v Upjohn act 

Laing v Barclay & Co 

Probyn v Probyn act 

In re Gillott Mitchell v 
act and m f j 

Bennett v Enever 

Hooley v Wigley 
claim 

Norton v Fox act 

Everett v Fuelling act 

George v Gregory act and counter- 
claim 

Laing v Laing Steamship Co 

Carney v Lee act 


Mavins v 


act 
Gillott 


act 
act and counter- 


act 


, Cliff anr v British National Pre- 


mium Life Assce ld and ors act 
De Dion-Bouton (1907) ld v Poul- 
ton act 
Finch v Willis act 
Padmore v Royce act 


Saccharin Corpn 1d v White act 





Before Mr. Justice WARRINGTON. 
Retained Causes for Trial (with 
Witnesses). 

Appleby v Lord St Oswald act 
fixed for Nov. 10, subject to 

anything pt hd) 

Hormuth v Merino act 
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In re A Fountaine, dec In re 
F E Dowler, dec Fountaine v 
Amherst and ors act and 
counterclaim 

Hunter v Hunter act 

Harris v Ellis act 

Wilson v Bawtree act 


Further Considerations. 


Pennsylvania Rubber Co v W M 
Howison fur con (to come on 
with No. 5 adjd sumns) 

In re Rose, dec Hutchinson 
(spinster) v Rose (widow) fur 
con 

In re Beales, dec Schooles v Cook 
fur con 


Causes for Trial without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonses. 
In re John Sewell, dec White v 
Sewell adjd sumns 
Attorney-Gen (on relation, &c) v 
Hippodrome (Sheffield) Id adjd 
sumns 

In re Whitehead, dec Bishop of 
Wakefield v AttorneyGen adjd 
sumngs 

In re Arnold’s Estate Thornton 
v Williamson and ors adjd 
sumns 

Pennsylvania Rubber Co v Howi- 
son sumns to vary to come on 
with fur con No. 1) 

In re Samuel Reynolds, dec 
Symes v Reynolds adjd sumns 

In re The Estate of E D M Har- 
rington, dec ‘Wilder v Turner 
adjd sumns Same v Same adjd 
sumns 

In te J Stokes, dec 
Stokes adjd sumns 

In_re Backhouse’s Will ‘l'rusts 
Findlay v Backhouse adjd 
sumns 

In re Crease’s Marriage Settle- 
ment Domvile v Crease adjd 
sumns 

In re Evans’s Estate Leaver v 
Butler adjd sumns 

In re Thomson Green vy Thomson 
adjd sumns 

In re The Estate of E. Hill, dec 
Hill v Hill adjd sumns 

In re Steinkoppf, dec Favorke v 
Mackenzie adjd sumns 

In re H White, dec White v 
White adjd sumns 

In re Sir F Wigan, dec Wigan v 
Wigan adjd sumns : 

In re Maclean, dec Maclean v 
Francis adjd sumns 

In re Morgan, dec Morgan v 
Morgan adjd sumns 

In_re_ Scaisbrick’s Settlement 
Chambres v _ Scaisbrick adjd 
sumns 

In re Lord Egmont’s Settled Es- 
tate and In re Settled Land 
Acts, 1882 to 1890 adjd sumns 

In the Matter of an Application, 
No. 294,696, of The National 
Starch Co and In the Matter 
of the Trade Marks Act, 1905, 
motion for registration of the 
word “Oswego” as a Trade 
Mark 

In re Jacobs’ Will Trusts (expte 
Met Board of Works) account of 
James Baldwin and anr, Bald- 
win v Pescott adjd sumns 

Briggs v Rhondda Urban District 
Council adjd sumns 

In re Vavasour, dec Vasasour v 
Vavasour adid sumns 

Haynes v Nicholls and anr action 

In re Williams, dec James v 
Williams adjd sumns 


In re Denton’s Estate Bere v 


Stokes v 


In re Worrall, dec Miles v Wor- 
rall. adjd sumns 

In re The Estate of Amelia Fin- 
layson Rose v Wynn adjd 
sumns 

In re Bailey-Tuckey, dec Tuckey 
v Stoner adjd sumns 

In re Colston, dec Nye v Lovett 
adjd sumns 

In re A J C Hare, dec Leycester- 
Penrhyn v_ Leycester-Penrhyn 
adjd sumns 

In re The Countess Marie Cecile 
In re de Sommery, dec Coeleu- 
bier v de Sommery adjd sumns 

Palmer v The Absolute Life Assce 
Co ld adjd sumns 

In re the Trusts of Will and 
Codicil of \W B Naish, dec 
Hooper v Broderip adjd sumns 

In re Wormald’s Settled Estates 
Wormald v_  Ollivant § adjd 
sumns 

In re W R Lane, dec Isacke v 
Lane adjd sumns 


Before Mr, Justice NEVILLE. 
Retained by Order. 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses) 

James v Briggs act (fixed for 
Oct 14) 

Holliday v Edinburgh Life Assce 
act 

Phillips v Baron act 

Homer v Clulow act and motn for 
jud 





gt 
Viscount Cobham v Staffordshire 
County Council act 


Causes for Trial without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonses. 
OReilly v Bonney adjd sumns 
(to come on with fur con) 

In re Lamplough, dec Hasland v 

Lamplough adjd sumns 

In re ta Tierney, dec Graham 
v Farrer adjd sumns 

In re Bagnall’s Trusts Bury v 
Moxon adjd sumns 

Simpson, dec Todd v 


In_ re 

McCaie jd sumns 

Heimpel v  Puddephatt adjd 
sumns 


Waterman v Franklin motn for 


judgt 
In re Metcalf Metcalf v Shaw 
adjd sumns 
In re G Napier & Sons ld Johns 
v Napier adjd sumns 
In re Ross, dec Wingfield & Blew 
v Blair adjd sumns 
Wingfield v Blair adjd sumns 
In re Nelson Clark v Dobbin 
adjd sumns 
In re Morgan, dec Morgan v 
Thorburn adjd sumns 
In re Williamson Harland v Hart- 
land adjd sumns 
In re Maton, dec Maton v Maton 
adjd sumns 
In te Pash, dec. Burt v Pash 
adjd sumns 
Expte Governors of St. Thomas’ 
Hospital Expte His Majesty’s 
Secretary for War In re the 
Defence Acts adjd sumns 
In re Pinchbeck, dec In re Spar- 
ham, dec Richards vy Andrews 
adjd sumns 
In re Howard, dec Oakley v 
Aldridge adjd sumns 
Hutchings v Baker adjd sumns 
Stourbridge Urban District Coun- 
cil v Butler & Grove adjd 
sumns 
Same v Hingley adjd sumns 





Baker adjd sumns 


In re re dec Phillips v 
Phillips adjd sumns 


In re Richardson & Huddersfield 
Corpn Contract In re the Ven- 
dor & Purchaser Act, 1874 
adjd sumns 

In re Ellis & Ellis, Solrs, & 
adjd sumns 

In re Crawshay Bros Jones v 
Crawshay Bros adjd sumns (re- 
stored) 

In re Dunster, dec Brown v Hey- 
wood adjd sumns 

In re Wilson, dec Wilson v Wil- 
son adjd sumns 

In re James Stephen, dec Stephen 
v Stephen adid sumns 

In re Kelly Soleo v Fell adjd 
sumns 

In re W Lavers, dec Matthews 
v British and Foreign Bible Soc 
adjd sumns 

In re Pike, dec In re Amos, dec 
McMichael vy Blackden adjd 
sumns 

In re Stevens, dec 
Stevens adjd sumns 

Sharp v Rickards adjd sumns 

West of England China Stone and 
Clay Co v Grose adjd sumns 

Whitehead v Tuson adjd sumns 

In re Wilbraham Guye v Hard- 
ing adjd sumns 

In re Hoyland Bewley-Smith v 
Suckling adjd sumns 

In re Mander’s Trusts Mander v 
Felkin adjd sumns 

London and Westminster Bank 
ld v Mann adjd sumns 

In re Mainwaring North v Sala- 
man adjd sumns 

In re A P Morris, dec Morris v 
White adjd sumns 

In re Manchester and Milford 
and Great Western Ry Cos 
adjd sumns 

In re C E A Smith, dec Coombs 

i v Smith adjd sumns 

‘In re Farnsworth, dec Farns- 

| worth v_ Pinchback adjd 
sumns 
In re W Edwards, dec In re 8 

Edwards, dec Grundy v Ed- 

wards adjd sumns 

| In re Heny Hardman, dec Hard- 

| man v Thorne adid sumns 
In re 8S E Kensit, dec and In re 

| The Trustee Act adid sumns 
In re Steegmann, dec Steegmann 
| y Steegmann adjd sumns 
In re Roberts. dec Webster v 
| Walker adjd sumns 
In re Lander, dec Young v Cath- 
cart adjd sumns 
In re Willoughby’s Settlement 
| Inskip v Willoughby adjd 
sumns 

In re B Foster, dec In re F W 
Foster, dec Sutcliffe v Whitley 
adjd sumns me 

In re Whitting, dec Whitting v 
Whitting adjd sumns 

In re Watkins Watkins v Wat- 
kins adjd sumns 

In re Kearns, dec Kearns v 
Nicholls adjd sumns 

In re M Evans, dec. Trattle v 
Evans adjd sumns 

In re Lewis and the Ely Brewery 
Co and In re The Vendor and 
Purchaser Act, 1874 adjd 
sumns 

In re Arathoon’s Estate Dunder- 
dale v Arathoon adjd sumns 

In re Coldwell’s Estate Senior v 
Cragg adjd sumns 

In re Isaac’s Trusts and In re 
The Trustee Act, 1893 adjd 
sumns 

In re Brunning’s Estate Gammon 

| v Dale adjd sumns 
In re Ogilvie, dec Hance v Baker 

, adjd sumns 


Stevens v 





In re R E Fieldhouse, a Solr 
adjd sumns 

In re Hawkins, dec Greenwood v 
Helsham-Jones adjd sumns 

In re Wagstaff’s Estate and In re 
The Settled Land Acts adjd 
sumns, 

In re Dunstan Dunstan vy Dun- 
stan adjd sumns 

In re Cove, dec Royal London 
——_- Hospital v Smith 
adjd sumns 

In re Perkins, dec Fenwick v 
Burrell adjd sumns 

In re Murray-Baillie Braithwaite 
v Murray-Baillie adjd sumns 

In re G Latham, dec Latham v 
Mann adjd sumns (with wit- 
nesses) 

In re Routledge’s Settlement 
Routledge v Saul adjd sumns 


Further Consideration, 


Rotch v Crosbie fur con and adjd 
sumns 


Companies (Winding up) and 
Chancery Division, 
Companies (Winding up). 
Petitions. 

Lewis & Allenby ld (petn of 

Fréres Passavant 
Joseph Woods »peworks Id 
fest of Walter Hindley & Co 
) 


Chida (Wassau) Mines ld (petn of 
J Clark) 

— Clip Co Id (petn of Gordon 
* Hotels 1d) 

New Motor and General Rubber 
Co ld (petn of Fred Stern & 
Co—Liverpool District Registry) 

Argylls (London) ld (petn of The 
Bank of Scotland) 

New Brighton Mines ld (petn, of 
C § Williamson and ors) 

Weigel Motors (1907) ld (petn of 
Campbell-Gray 1d) 

Lombard Steam Ship Co Id (petn 
of The National Bank of Aus- 
tralasia 1d) 

Domains Co ld (petn of EE 8 K 
Schlesinger) 

Cooper Cooper & Co (1901) Id 
— of J F Kempson and anr) 

Polishes ld (petn of A Grumbar & 
Son) 

Leopold ld (petn of Vaughan & 
Cook 1d) 

Piccadilly Hotel ld (petn of B 
Cohen & Sons 1d) 

Same (petn of Maple & Co ld) 

Mining Exploration Co ld (petn 
of James & Alex Brown) 

Maidstone Palace of Varieties ld 
(petn of The Electric Light 
Power and Hiring Co Id) 

Kelletts ld (petn of The Saxon 
Portland Cement Co Id) 

Piccadilly Hotel ld (petn of The 
E M F Manufacturing Co) 

British Liquid Air Co ld (petn of 
The British Oxygen Co Id) 

Bethel Diamond Mines ld (petn 
of R Hartley, M.D.) 

A Martin Newcombe ld (petn of 
W E Newcombe and anr) 

Brighton Alhambra ld (petn of 
R W McKergow and ors) 

Homelight Oil Co ld (petn of The 
Petroleum Industrial and Train- 
ing Co) 

North Kent Golf Club ld (petn of 
Maple & Co ld) 


Chancery Division. 
Petition (for Reduction of Capital) 
under Companies Acts, 1867 
and 1877 
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Portsmouth and District Vacuum 
Cleaner Co Id and reduced 

New Eastern Investment Co ld 
and reduced 


Petition under, Com} inies (Memo 
randum of Association) Act, 
1890. 


*lanters’ Stores and Agency Co Id 


Companies (Winding up). 
Motions. 

Mayiair Printing and Publishing 
Co ld (for leave to issue writ of 
attachment—ordered to stand 
over generally on April 3, 1906) 

British Building Stone Co ld (to 
discharge order of May 29, 
1908—on July 7, 1908, ordered 
to stand over until after award 
in arbitration proceedings) 


Companies (Winding up) and 
Chancery Division. 
Court Summonses. 

Syria Ottoman Ry Co ld (as to 
proofs of debt of W Parker— 
ordered to stand over generally 
on Jan 11, 1906, to be tried 
with certain actions) 

New De Kaap Id (for removal of 
Liquidator—with witnesses—or- 
dered to stand over sine die on 
June 17, 1908—on July 23, 1908 
restored to paper for hearing) 

Dover Coalfields Extension ld (on 
Cousin’s claim) 

Same (on Fourobert’s claim) 

Same (misfeasance —with  wit- 
nesses) 

Otto Patent Brake Co. Id (on 
Basden’s claim) 

Ottos Kopje Diamond Mines 
_ (1903) Id (as to title to calls) 

National Society of Qualified Ac- 
countants (to vary list of con- 

_, tributories Smith's case) 

Tribune Id (on John’s claim—with 
witnesses) 

Rapid Road Transit Co 1d (for de- 
livery up of documents) 

British Power Traction and Light- 
ing Co ld_ Halifax Joint Stock 
Banking Co ld ¥ British Power 
Traction and Lighting Co éd and 
anr (to vary certificate as to 
debts) ‘ 

W R Renshaw & Co ld (as ¢ 
registration of transfer of de- 
bentures) 

John Mardon ld Mardon v John 
Mardon Id and ors (as to 
priorities of debentures 

Granville Club Syndicate ld R 
Waygood & Co Id v Granville 
Club Syndicate Id and ors (on 
claim for rent 


Before Mr. Justice Parker. 
tetained by Orden. 
Adjourned Summonseg 
In re Selby-Lowndes’ Settled 
Trusts Selby-Lowndes v Selby- 
Lowndes adjd sumns pt hd 
In re F W D Manuelle, dec 
Brown v Manuelle adjd sumns 
In re W Watkins, dec Drew vy 
Vaughan adjd sumns 

In re J Silvester, dec Richardson 
v Jones adjd sumns 

In re Dighy, dec Digby v Buddi- 
cum adjd sumns — 


Petition. 
In te Digby's Settled Estate In 
te Hodge’s Settled Estate (to be 
heard with No. 5, adjd eumns) 





Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 
The Bakers’ Automatic Combina- 
tion Thread Winder and 
Shuttle Filler Co Proprietary ld 
v H M Spratts and ors act 
Mendelssohn v Traies & Son act 
pending settlement) 
Vanden Bergh and Sir J H Morris 


§ « 


vy London Central Markets Cold , 


Store Co ld_ act 

Farbon v Newman & Walbey act 

The British United Shoe Ma- 
chinery Co ld and anr v Simon 
Collier Co ld act 

Gates v Holman act Same v 
Same act 

Ross v Sartorius act (transferred 
from K B Division, by order) 

The Traction Corpn ld and Robert 
Brown v Samuel Green Bennett 

¢ 

Shardlow v Simpson act 

In re William Alderson, dec Al- 
derson and anr v Batty act 

Trigg v Martin and ors act 

Norris v Minto act 

Roberts v Davis act 

The Ore Concentration Co (1905) 
ld v Westers and ors act (trans- 
ferred from K B Division, by 
order) 

Roberts Vv Wheel lon act 

In re The Estate of S J Gee, dec 
Daisley and ors v Gee and ors 
act 

Coe and anr v Phillips act 

Elliott v Elliott act 

Everett v Bushell act 

Blathwayt v Hawkins act 

Duke of Portland v Butterley Co 
ld act Butterley Co ld v Duke 
of Portland by counterclaim 

In re Steer’s Trusts Miller and 
anr v Miller act 

Loup and anr v A McArthur & Co 
ac 

Patent Conveyor Co ld v Fielden 
& Co act 

Vernon and anr v Hossack act 

In re Benjamin Laming, dec 
Stewart Smith v Laming and 
anr act 

Wigan v English and _ Scottish 
Law Life Assce Assoc act 

In re Davies, dec Davis v Davis 
ind anr act (restored) 

Causton and ors v Rider and ors 
act and counterclaim (s o for a 
month after report 

Decies v Nicholson act 

Canev v V G Wedekind act 

The Urban District Council of 
Knottingley v Worfolk act 

Davidson v Alldavs and Onions 
Pneumatic Engineering Co ld 
act 

In re Mackintosh’s Trusts Sfack- 
intosh v Rawson act and m f j 

Jackson and anr v W Hancock & 
Co ld action 

Morgan v Nolan act 

Roussel vy Burnham and ors act 

In the Matter of Ralston’s Patent, 
No. 13,444 of 1896 and In the 
Matter of the Patents and 
Designs Act, 1907 petition for 
revocation In the Matter of 
Preston & Ralston’s Patent, No. 
7,970 of 1903 and In re Same 
petition for revocation 

Stevenson v Cox action 


{ Stacey v The Uxbridge Rural 


District Council act 

Slater, Rodgers & Co ld v H 
Stodart & Co act 

Jones v Barker and ors inter- 
pleader issue for trial (by order) 

In re E B Dive, de Dive v 
Roebuck act and sumns (by 
order) 


Von der Linde v Brummerstaedt 
| & Co and ors act 





The Capital and Counties Bank ld 
v Richards and ors act and m f j 
Saunders v Hodgson 
Linotype Co ld and anr v Mergen- 
thaler Linotype Co 


Matter of The Trade Mark, No. 


99,605, in Class 13, and In the 


Shaw and ors v Cates and ors 
Faulkner v Parks & Weldon 
* W Molesworth, 


Leigh v Beauchamp 
Winterflood v Ewart & Son ld 
and counterclaim 
Dent v Mansions Consolidated Id 
Yerbury v Kirkwood 
In re Vanity Fair ld 
The Co Act (without pleadings) 
Attorney-Gen v Midland Ry Co 


act 
Wallsend and Hebburn Coal Co 


Retained Witness Action. 


Causes for Trial without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonses,. 

In re Clara Smedley, dec 
frey v Durnford adjd sumns 

In re Maynard, dec 


In re Watts’ Settlement 


In re Johnson, dec 





Bagnall v Willson 


Ansell v Tallerman 


Frederick vy Bognor 


Oxenden v Phip- 
In re Way and the London United 

Tramways ld and 
In re Eliza Cooper, dec 
In re G Campbell, dec 


Bastard v Horton 





Bonner v Walker adjd sumns 





In re Hunter, dec Northey y 
Northey adjd sumns 

In re Blakey Pulleyn v Davison 
adjd sumns 

Anderton v Joy adjd sumns 

In re Field, dec Field v White 
adjd sumns 

In re Peek, dec Saxton v Peek 
adjd sumns 

In re Dodd’s Trusts Dodd v Dodd 
adjd sumns 

In re Mapp, dec Williams v 
Parish adjd sumns 

In re Trafford’s Settlement Mar- 
tin v Wace adjd sumns 

In re J M Burd, dec Schrider v 
Burd adjd sumns 

In re Lindo, dec Asken v Fer- 
guson adjd sumns 

In re Jackson Taunton v Jack- 
son adjd sumns 

In re Same Same v Same adjd 
sumns 

In re Bergel’s Trusts Pears v 
Bergel adjd sumns 

Reynold v Lord Ilchester adjd 
sumns 

In re Pearse’s Settlement Pearse 
v Pearse adjd sumns 

Moore v Cowen adjd sumns 

In re Hunt Hepburn v Hepburn 
adjd sumns 

In re Reuben Gaunt, dec. Eddi- 
son v Gaunt adjd sums 

In re Atkin’s Trusts Smith v 
Atkin adid sumns 

In re Leggatts & Carruthers, Solrs 
adjd sumns 

In re Monighetti and The Wands- 
worth Borough Council and In 
re The Vendor and Purchaser 
Act, 1874 adjd sumns 

In re Thomas Stephens, dec 
Johnston v Winbush. adjd 
sumns 

In re Parkinson Moger v Parkin- 
son adjd sumns 

Waddell vy Waddell adjd sumns 

Same v Same adjd sumns 

Robertson v Crook adjd sumns 

In re Hodson, dec Northcote v 
Bindley adjd sumns 

In re Ogilvie, dec Royal Ex- 
change Assurance v Massie 
adjd sumns 

In re Bowes Bowes v_ Bowes 
adjd sumns 

In re Child Philip v Child adjd 
sumns 

In re Crofton, infants adjd 
sumns 

Kirchner v Gruban adjd sumns 

In re W P Smith Ommanney v 
Kelly adjd sumns 

In re Robinson Stevens v Robin- 
son adid sumns 

In re Glover, dec Ginders v 
Wright adjd sumns 

In re Jennings’ Settlement Prit- 
chard v Watkins adjd sumns 

In re Landon Teape, dec Mum- 
ford v Landon adjd sumns 

Parrish v Mexico Electric Tram- 
ways Co adjd sumns 

In tre T Brooks, dec Ward v 
Brooks adjd sumns 

In re Archer’s Trusts Ingle v 
Hanbury adjd sumns 

In re Parker’s Estate Howell v 
Popkin adjd sumns 

In re Sidney, dec Sidney v Sid- 
ney adjd sumns 

Clement Talbot ld v Wilson adjd 
sumns 


Further Considerations. 

In re A Hughes, dec In re T D 
Weaver, dec Walker v Shen- 
stone fur con 

In re Joseph Horwood, dec Hor- 
wood v Lomas fur con 

Killbourn v Killbourn fur con 
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P: The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


Oct. 13.—Messrs. ee Se & Oo, at the Mart,at 2: Freehold Property | 


see advertisement, back page. 
( Oct. 15.—Mesers. H. B, fostzr & Urawrrecp, at the Mart, at 2: Reversion, Absolute | 
Reversions, and Policies of Assurance (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Oct. 1 


5.—Messrs. Cuzstzrton & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Residence (sec | 


Bt m5 back page, Oct. 3). 
Oct. 21.—Messrs. Epwin Fox & Bovusrizp. at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Building 
Bites (see advertisement, back p»ge, this week). 


Oct. 27. ———_ Hampton & Sons, at the Mart: Freehold (see advertisement, 


back page, Occ. 
Oct. 28.— bedi Dovetas Younc & Oo., at the Mart,at 2: Freehold Grouni-Rents | 
and Freehold Properties (see advertisement, back page, this week). 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—Faivay, Oct. 2. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitsp rn Cnancery, 

A. Martin Newcomse, Lriurrep—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 22, directed to 
be heard 02 Oct. 13, Olarkson, Gresi.am st, solor for petners, Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 12 

Avziow (TxansvaaL) Gotp Mixes, Livrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 1, 
directed to be heard Oct 13, Flux & Co, East Iodia av, solors for the petner. Notice 
“ eons must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in tue afternoon 
of Oct 1 

aoosese, Lorpon, Liurrzep—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 11, directed to be 

eard Oct 13. Stephenson Co, Lombard st, solors for the 
= reach the above- named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

Berazt Diamonp Mines, Liurrep.—Petn for winding up, presented 
to be heard Oct 18 Halse & Co, Cheapside, solors for the petner mye of ras | 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 12 


Notice of a +l 
Sept 22, directed | 


P. BR. Sywprcars, lee eae oe ye Be ay Ee or before Nov 4, to send their 
names and and particulars of debts or “claime, to George Stanhope 
Pitt, 140, Leadenhall 


st, 
| Werert Morors 1907), Lrurrzp—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 17, ao be 
heard Oct 13 Brown & Oo, Pancras tn, solors for the peturs —— 
must reach the above-named not later{than 6 A peed in the afternoon of 
| WitLinasworts Ino Co, ager ye aed uired, on or before Nov Py to senG 
heir names and addresses, and the } their debts or claims, to Robers 
uras, Gresham chmbra, Lichfield at, Weverhemoton Buller & Cross, B.rminghar 
and Shakespeare & Co, Birmingham, solors to the liquidator 
| Yarmoura yer Liurrep—Oreditors are r equired, on or before Oct 31, t> send their 
names and addresses, and the > perinemene of their debte or claims, to Harry Oscar 
Bennett, 29, Castle meadow, Norwich, liquidator 
London Gazette.—Tvuxrspax, Oct. 6 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luatrep rn Caanomey. 
| Comueerctat Bawx or Inp1a, Liurrep (1m Liquipast TE yn Ts are requived, on or 
before Oct 31, to send their names and and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Gordon Neison, 5/1, Fairlie pl. Caloutta, liquidator 


| Perarws, Limrrsp—Creditors are required, on Pat vefore Oct 17, to eend in their names 


and addresees, and tne particulars of their 


bts or claims, to Louis Adrian V.isey, 
21, King st, Warrington, liquidavor 


Unrrep Mercuey Mines oF maNapa, Limitsp—Oreditors are soesire’. on or before 


Nov 5, to send their names and addresses, and the of their debts or 


claims, to Adrian Owen Stokes, 10, Bedford row, liqu’ 








Creditors’ Notices 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Ctar™. 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Oct 2. 


Acomanane, Evoexe, Priory rd, West Hampstead, Music Publisher Nov 16 Montage 
Co, Bucklersbury 


Brieston ALgampra, Limrten—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 23, directed to be | | ee WiLuiaM, Penzance, carvers Novi16 Thomas, 


heard Oct 18, Adkin, Suffolk House, Laurence Pountuey hill, for Nve & Clewer, | 
Brighton, solors for the petners. Notice of SDP | oe must reach the above-named | 
net later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


Britis Liquip Arr Co. * Limrtzp—Petn for + & up. presented Sept 18, directed | Capocay, Emma, Ci 


wot be heard before Mr Justice Neville, Oct 13. Sharp Benest, Watling st, solors for | 
& a. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not iater than | 
6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 12 | 
Beitisa Unireo Assurance Corporatiox, Liuirsp—Petn for winding up. directed to 
be heard on Sept 30, was adjourned by the Court, and will be heard Oct 13, Whites & 
Co, Budge-row, for Emerson, Norwich, solor for the petner. Novice of appearing | 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 12 
Commasrctat Bawx or Inp1a, Limitsp (1x Liqurpation) —Oreditors are required, on or 
before Oct 31, to send their ‘pames and addresses, and the pariiculars ot their debts 
or c aims, to Gordon Neison, 5/1, Fairlie pl, Calcutta, liquidator 
Dixon & Pinte, Limitap— Creditors are ‘required, on or before Oct 31, to send their 
names and addrerses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Frederick 
mere City chmbre, Darley et, Bradford Simpson & Co, Leeds, solois for the 
iquidator 
F. G. Souruwett & Co, Lruirap— Creditors are required, on or before Nov 16, to send | 
their names and sddierses, and the particalars of their debte or claims, to William 
—, Peter, 22, Basinghall st Robinson & Stannard, Eastchzap, solors for the | 
quidator 
Homsse Encingertne Co, Limrtap—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 31, to 
send their names and addresses. and the particulars of their debte or claims, to 
Stephen Macfarlane Forrester, 1, Town Hall st, Grimsby Bates & Mountain, soiors 
for tne liquidator 
J. M, Borxuinper, Limrrzp—Petn for winding up, pres*nted Sept 29, directed to be 
‘heard Oct 13 Vandercom & Co, Bush In, London, solors for the petnrs Notice | 
bob appearing must reach the above named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
+ 12 
Joun a & Co, L1imrtxp—Oreditors are required, on or before Oct 10. to send their | 
pames and addresses, and the particulars ot their debts or claims, to Thomas Eyton, | 
County chmbra, Westgate rd, Newcastle upon Tyne, liquidator | 
| 
} 


Lines & Co, Liuirep (18 Liquipatrom)—Ureditors are required, on or before Oct 21, to | 
send in their names and addressees, and particulars of their debts or claims to 
Frederick Ellen, 13, Market sq, North 

Marpstows Pacacez or VaRierTizs, Laurrzp—Peta, tor winding up, presented Sept 14, 
directed to be heard Oct 18 Duckere, 27, Chancery lp, solor Notice of ap; og 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clook in the afternoon of Oct 1 

PiccapiLLy Horsu, Limiren—Petn for winoing up, presented Sept 10, directed to be 
heara Oct 13 Lumley & Lumley, Conduit st, solors for petnrs N.tics of 
oop aaring must reach the above-pamed not later than 60’clock in the afternoon of | 





Camb 
Bartiett, Joszra Fosrer, Nov7 Bartlett, Bush In 
seeeapeees, Sue iaidee ‘Wolstanton, Staffs Oct 29 Hollinshead, Tunstall 
UCKENHAM, JoHN, Cam! Surgeon ovl Symonds, Cambridge 
heltenham Oct 3l Rickab by itenham 
CHRVALLIRR, Isapecia Janz, Kew Oct 81 Holt & Co, Lincoln’s inn flelds 
Crank, Heway James, Foots Cray, Kent, Coachbuilder Nov7 Bartlett, Bush ln 
Coorgr, Mark, , Stonemason Nov9 Miller. Cambri: 
CopELanpD, FRepERIcK ANNING, Windsor, Butcher Nov 11 Goodacre & Co, Bash In 


| Cunars, Janz Mary, Ladbroke cres, Notting Hil Hill wy 81 as & Co, Queen Victoria st 


Dansy, Epwarp, Leeds Nov9 Harland 

Davies, Joux, Garth, Brecon Oct 26 Vecsiant nite Wells 

Dawe, Exyest Naxscawen, Beckenham Nov 16 Odhams, Lud: 

Evans, Epwarp Lioyp Matcoim, Bournemouth Nov 3 Cottrell 4 = 80 oo, Birmingham 

Evans, Owex, Pandy Isaf, Trefriw, Carnarvon Nov 4 Griffith & Allard, Li 

Furness, MATTHEW Ronsow, Peru, Engimeer Nov 2 “74 SGaeiees tes 

Kairg, Jane, Great Malvern, Worcester Novl4 Sutton & — 

Lupa, Joun, Ashton under ite Nov ll Cryer, Ashton under L 

Mort, Hewry Isaac, Eastern rd, East Finchl: Nov 14 Oliver & Natt, Coleman st 

Munpay, Josern, Chobbam, Surrey Nov 21 —-— & Co, Cher’ 

vee Marston, tgomery, Derby, Farmer Nov 1 Clifford & Cliffords, 
rby 

Parx, WILLIAM BasHALL, Withnell, Lancs Oct 24 Carter & Crellin, Blackburn 

Pansy, Rev Jonny, Bettws Garmon, nr Carnarvon Nov10 Johnson & Co, Birmingham 

Put.uirs, SUSANNAH, Banbury, Oxford Nov9 Fairfax, Banbury 

Picxarp, Exizasetu, Torquay Oct31 Hamlyn, Torquay 

Pickarp, Jos, Torquay, Farmer Oct 31 Hamlyn, To: 


| Reeves, Joun, Newcastle under Lyme, Staffs Nov 2 hi. Newcastle, Staff: 


Bionasbe, Ganom, sowum, West hill, Putney, Surgeon Nov 14 *Cobting, Lambert 
rixton 

Rosixsow, Cuarves, Pannal, Yorks Nov 3 wes & Co, Bradford 

Roagrs, Joun, Foote Cray, Kent , Gardener Nov Bartlett, Bush > 

Rusurorts, Sanan, Horsford z Brixton hill Mov 3 Clifton, New ct, Lincoln's inn 
ScHoLFigLp, Hevena, Limehurst, Ashton under Lyne, Lancs Nov il Cryer, Ashton 


under Lyne 
Gnamgse,, Many, Eccleston rd, West Ealing Nov 11 Hinson, Thurloe pl, South 


Smurrn, Joun Witttam, Sale, Chester Nov4 Lambert & Gath, Manchester 


8rone, Daron, Harlii , Middlesex Nov7 Bartlett, 

Wa ker, Isaac, Sheffi , Draper Nov7 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

Wasnis, Rev ALseat, Stourwood, Bournemouth Nov 1 Earle, Hereford 
Warsow, Josern Wituias, Bradford, Jeweller Novl Crabtree, Bradford 
Wuirr, Wit.iam, Brighton Novil Stuckey & Co " brighton 


Witsox, Wi 14m, Gibson sq, Upper st, Sdiegten Nov7 Bartlett, Bush In 











Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—FriDAy, Oct. 2. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Avams, Dayre., Merthyr, Tydfil,,Colliery Watercourses 
Repairer Merthyr Tydfil Pet t30 Ord t 30 
Atmey, AnTHuR, Middiesbrough, Coal Dealer iddles- 

brough Pet Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 


Arxotp, If, & Co, Wool Exchange, Coleman st, Stock 


Dealers’ High Court Pet Sept2 Ord Sept 28 

Barros & Harvey, College Green, ae Home Mer- 
chants Bristol Pet Sept19 Ord Be 

“at JosErH, Ilkeston, Builder Derby Piet Sept 10 Ord 


Dean” lenin Abeotene, Glam, Collier Aberdare Pet 
Se] pt 28 Ord Sept 2 

Barz ys Rosiy, Fieurdelis, oe. Mon, Boot Dealers 
Tredegar Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 28 

Ouaansen, Samuet Ropert, Poulton le Fylde, Lancs 
Preston Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 25 

CLozrx-Smitu, Epwarp Arnotp, Westbourne ast, ets 
te Ny ame Physician High Court Pet Sept 23 

Se 

Forwarp, cael CG sgol Fach, Tonyrefail, oo 
Mugineman Pontypridd Pet Sept 28 Ord 

Gaesx, Reaixatp Jouy, © eee Milliner mae 
Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 

Gaimes, Groros Freperick, Wallheath, Staffs, Licensed 
Victualler Stourbridge Pet po Foal Ord Sept 29 29 

Hanoneaves, Joux Gaapyen, Lancaster Preston 
Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 30 





Hasweit, Faepericx Bast, Sim, Hants, Tailor { Rotrs, bo Catford, Builder Greenwich Pet Aug7 
Portsmouth Pet Sept 28 Ord sept 28 Ord Sept 29 
Hear, Aqvuita, ageeet, Lancs, Draper Bolton Pet Sept | Sister, Witt1am Grorex, Boscombe, oat, Cycle Engi- 
29 Ord neer Poole Pet Sept15 Ord 
ioese. 8 pageenven’ a4 Groner Henry Hoots, Kingston w Simcox, Jonx Epwix, Blackpool, ‘Mineral Water Manufac- 
ee Kingston upon ull turer Preston Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 25 
Pet 8 Ay Ord Rept Ports- 


Suita, Cuances, and Grorcr we) Fratton 
Hooe ame ase “ Cross rd, Tobacconist oom Builders Portsmouth Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 
Huon co Ping Glam, a. Sept 0 Tinplate Works | Surrn, Wicttam Hewry, ry Leeds, Brassfounder 
Neath Pet Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 Leeds Pet sept 26 Ord 


Sept 26 
Manufacturing Tailor Birken- | Stacey, Seeman, May Kent, Builder Rochester Pet 
Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 Sept 30 Ord dept 30 


| Jounston, James ARgtuur, South Shields, Wine Merchant | Srvusss, Horace Lionet, Upham, nr Bishops Wal 


Newcastle on Tyne Pet Sept 28 Ord ‘Bept 28 

Kixe & Co, Arruun, King William et, Stock Dealers 
High Court Pet Aug 11 Ord Sept 30 

Lawaence, Epwin, Fore st, 2, Upon Be 7 Boot Dealer 
Edmonto 


i tt Southampton Pet Sept 40 
Tomanero, Hanes, Barnsley, Baker Barnsley Pet Sept 30 
ton Pet Se; Warp, Tuomas, Totteridge rd en wan, Ponders Eni 
McCoutoven, Davin Witsoy, |. + ry Sunder- Edmonton oot Ane ® Ord 
land, P Satie Brosh Maker > et 


Publican Sunderland Pet Sept 26 Ord Sept 26 | Warson, Joux, Seaf 
Newror, Apert Wiiuiam, and Evwarap Joux Newrox, Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 3) 
Carshalton, Market Gardeners Croydon Pet Sept3uv | Wirsox ee = - Brprorp tare on 

Ord Sept 33 } Yorks, Shettisid ord Sept’ Sept = 
ems soars. Reading, Hosier Reading Pet Sept 26 ae MEETINGS. 
Pags, Geass Henry, Ween, Grocer Kingston, sums oe 5 ng — Re 
P gy -4 one Photographer Leeds eS 

eance, Henay Mortoy, " 

Pet Sept 29 Axpansor, Haunt, Bedale, Yorks, Coach Bailder, Oct 18 

hes —_ oo Staffs, Baker Stourbridge at 12 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middles- 


brough 
Rivovt, Artnvur Tom, Poole, Dorset, Butcher Poole Pet | Anwotp, T, & -~ bey Exchange, Coleman at, Steck 
Sept 29 Ord Sept'29 Dealers O 11 Bankruptey bidgs, Loa 


a. Wheel 
Ord 


oe Dates Oct 18 at 
Albert rd, Middles- 
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Arxinsox, Cuantzs Hevay, High Garrett, Braintree, 
, Licensed Victualler Oct l4at 3 14, Bedford 
row 
Binpvick, Feaxx, Okehampton, Devon, Butcher Oct 13 at 
4 White Hart Hotel, Okehampton 


j 


Bioomrizip, ALBERT Epw arp, Walton on Thames, Corn | 
Merchant 


Oct 12 at 11.39 132, York rd, Westminster 
Bridge 
Boagtort, Wittram, South Milford, Yorks, Grocer Oct 12 
at 11 Off Rec, 6, Bond terr, Wakeficid 


| 


Beaty. Coanurs, Aberdare, Glam. Collier Oct 13 at 12 | 


Off Rec, County Court, Town Hall, Merthyr Tydfil 

Buayett, Fraxcis, and Dawxiet Burnett, Marden, Here- 
ford, ‘Farmers Oct 10 at 12 2, Offa st, Hereford 

Cauxter Erxesrt Hever, Paignton, Builder Oct 18 at 11 
7, Buckland terr, Plymouth 

( Loete-“MiTa, Epwarp Aryotp, Westbourne st, Hyde 
Park, Paddington, Physician Oct12at12 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 

Dee.ry, Artaur Eanest Josern, Church End, Finchley, 
Commercial Traveller Oc’ 14at 12 14, Bedford row 

Daeave.r, Farperick Pearsoy, Hackney, Chemist Oct 12 
at ll Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Suira, Wittram Henry, Hunslet, yond Brassfounder 
Oct 12at11 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leed: 

Stusss, Horace Liovg., Upham, nr Bishops Waltham, 
8 uthampton, Wheel ht Oct 12 at 10.30 Sa Ree, 
Midland Bank chmbrs. igh st, Southampto: 

Tease., Marntaa Janz, Oldham, Milliner “4 "13 at 11 
Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 


Waiter, Aatave James, King’s Lynn, Coal Dealer Oct 10 | 


at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwic 
Wituams, Exum Lioyp, Penmachno, Carnarvon, 
Tailor Oct 14 at 11.80 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate, row, 


Chester 





| Boanae. Asyer Sprincett, Lesney ‘Abbe 
Wood, K: 


Benesrorp, Ropert, Newcastle under Lyme, Staffs, Motor 
Agent Hanley Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 
— Joun AL¥rep, Midgate, Peterborough, Iankeeper 
terborough Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 
Farm, crys 


Kent, Farmer Recheter Pet Oct 1 Ord Oct 
Buryeam, "WALter, Aston Clinton, Bucks, Coal 
Aylesbury Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 8 
Carman, Jouy, “+e Insurance Clerk Norwich Pet 
Oct 1 Ord Oct 1 


Caacuinor, Percy Grauam, a Ly eee Farmer Scar- 
borough Pet Sept 29 Ord 


Oct 
Wassens, 3 Josuva, Tipton, Staffs, Baker Oct 12 at 11 30 | eee 8, Harrow, Builder Bt Albans Pet Sept 9 


Dup: ry, Eowarp, Eastbourne, Greengrocer Oct 13 at 12 | 


Off Ree, 4, Pavilion bldg, Brighton 

Evans, Epwarp Owen, Dreiechen Farm, Penycae, Ruabon, 
Denbigh, Farmer Oct 14 at 12.30 Crypt chmbrs, 
Eastgate row, Chester 


Forwaap, Wiitiam, Caerysgol Fach, Tonyrefail, Glam, | 


Elertric Engineman Oct 13 at 10.3) Off Rec, Post 
Office chmhrs, Pontypridd 

Giias, Eowry. Hollinwood, nr Oldham, Ironmonger Oct 13 
at12 Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 

Goanrp, Tuomas, 8t Blazey, Cornwall, Miner Oct 10 at 11 
Otf Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Green. Reotwatp Joun, Leicester, Milliner Oct 13 at 12 
Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Harweut, Freperick Basi, Southsea, Tailor Oct 13 at 3 
(ff Rec, Cambridge junction, High st, Portsmouth 

Hear. Aquita, Heywood, Lancs, Draper Oct 13 at 3 19, 
Exchange st, Bolton 

Hory, Henry JAMrs, Brighton Oct 15 at 10.30 Off Rec, 

4, Pavilion bidgs, Brighton 

Pig Henry Vanse, King’s Cross rd, Tobacconist Oct 
12at1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Junsstow, James Artaur, South Shields, Durham, Wine 
Merchant Oct 7 at 11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, New- 
castle upon Tyn 

Jones, Evax, Etenteds, Denbigh, Licensed Victualler 
Oct 14. at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Kewyt, Tuomas Henry, Alverstoke, Hants, Fruiterer Oct 
13 — Off Rec, Cambridge junction, High st, Ports- 
mou’ 

Kiyo & Co, Artavur, King William st, Stock Dealers Oct 
13at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Lawaexce, Epwiy, Fore st, Upper Edmonton, Boot Dealer 
Oct 12 at 12 14, Bedford row 

Lvao, Jouw Braviey, Kidderminster, Saddler Oct 16 at 
1.30 Messrs Ivens & Co, 5S »licitors, Kidderminster 

Artnvr, Quinton, Worcester, Boot 


Murray, Harry 


Repairer Oct 12at 11 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton 


st, Dudley 

Noxtn, Haguy, Reading, Hosier Oct 12 at3 14, Bedford 
row 

Pace, Gzonce Hexay, Weybridge, Grocer Oct 12 at 12 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Paor, Janes Atsert, Landford, Wilts, Market Gardener 
Oct 13 at 12 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, 
Salisbury 

Pearce, Hexry Mortoy, Leeds, Photographer Oct 12 at 
11.80 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Rawsox, Atyrep James, Gloucester, Chorister Oct 10 at 
12 Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

RevueaD, Witt1amM Hexry Grorar, Cleethorpes, Iron- 
monger Oct 10 at 11 Off Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, 
Great Grimsby 

Rivout, Artaur Tom, Poole, Dorset, Butcher Oct 10 at 
10.30 Messrs Curtis & Son’s Office, 158, Old Christ- 
church rd, Bournemouth 

Scuwakrtz, Simon. Southport, Picture Dealer Oct 13 at 11 
Otf Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Sirscey, Wit.tam Oxoror, 
Engineer Oct 10 at 11 "Messrs Curtis & Son's Office, 
158, Old Christchurch rd, Bournemouth 

Suita, Cuarces, and Grorcs Morgy, Buckland, Porte- 
mouth, Builders Oct 14 at 3 Of Rec, Cambridge 
junction, —* st, Portemouth 


Boscombe, Hants, Motor | 


Of 199, Woinahamgton st, Dudley 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Apams, Dawyiet, Merthyr Tydfil, Colliery Watercourses | 
Repairer Merthyr Tydfil Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 30 

Amey, Awtuur, Middlesbrough, Coal Dealer Middles- 
brough Pet ‘Bept 28 Ord dept 28 

Brats, CHagias, A — Glam, Collier Aberdare P 
Sept 28 Ord Se 

Forwarp, WILLIAM, PTonyretail, Glam, : Engineman | 
Pontypridd Pet Sept 28 Ord Sept 

Green, Reainatp Jonny, Leicester, Papey D Draper Le’cester 
Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 


Games, Grornce Freperickx, Wallheath, Staffa, Liceased eo 


Victualler Stourbridge Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 

Hancaraves, Jonn Garvyer, Lancaster, Carter Preston 
Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 30 

Haswewtt, Farpgaicxe Bartt, Southsea, Hants, 
Portsmouth Pet Sept 236 Ord Sep: 28 

Hear, Aquita, Heywood, Lancs, Draper Bolton Pet 
Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 

Hoots, Grorce, and Georce Henry Hoour, Kingston 
upon Hull, Fruicverera Kingston upon Hull Pet sept 
29 Ord Sept 29 

Hvueurs, Daviv, Skewen, Glam. Doub'’er in Tin Plate 
Works Neath Pet Sept28 Ord Sept 28 

Jounstos, James Anruor, South Shields, Wine Merchant 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 

Laweence, Eowix, Fore st, pper a Boot 
Dealer Edmonton Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 

McCovutover, Davip Witsox, Monkwearmouth, Sunder- 
land,|Publican Sunderland Pet Sept26 Ord sept 2% 

Norra, "Harry, Reading, Hosier ing Pet Sept 26 


Ord Sept 26 

Pacer, Grorce Henry, hed ery = Grocer Kingston 
Surrey Pet Sept 28 ag ay 

Pearce, Henry Morrtor, Photographer Leeds 
Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 

Ripovut, Artaur Tom, Poole, Dorset, Butcher Poole Pet 
Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 

Siucox, Jony Epwis. Blackpool, ~y~ Water Manufac- 
turer Preston Pet Sept5 Ord Se 

Suita, Wittiam Hewney, Hunslet, pay Brassfounder 
Leeds Pet sept 26 Ord Sept 26 

Stacey, Tomas, Bexley, Kent, Builder Rochester Pot 
Sept 39 Ord Sept 30 

Seeate., Horace Lionet, Upham, nr Bishops Waltham, 
Southampton, Yee ae Southampton Pet Sep: 
30 Ord Sept 30 

Traset, MartHa Janz, Oldham, Lodging House Keeper 
Oldham Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 26 

Townsend, oo Barnsley, Baker Barnsley Pet Sept 30 
Ord sept 30 

Vaw Raatrs, Liox, Pandora rd, West Hampstead High 
Court Pet Aug 29 Ord Sept 29 

Wi.isort, Lours, Berners _ Oxford st High Court 
Pet Aug 28 Ord Sept 29 

Wicson, Cuanius Beprosp, Masbrough, ) Yorks, 
Printer Sheffield Pet Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Sept 22: 
Luxrorp, Tomas, Merthyr Tydfil, Baker Merthyr Pet 
Sept9 Ord Sept 18 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Oct. 6. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Act, Ranamtx, Houndsditch, Warehouseman High Court 
Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct3 

Beii, Witwian, Swaby, Lincs, oere Assistant Great 
Grimsby Pet fept 30 Ord Sept 30 

Danes, Joszru, Oldham, Draper ‘Oldham Pet Oct 1 
Ord Oct 1 


| 


| 


| 


| 





Faye, Now, : Plumber Liverpool Pet Oct 2 
vt 2 
| Furro nae, Dene Desrenn, Deke, Butcher Derby Pet 
Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 
Goopricu, ALrrED Morais, Highbury New pk, Tailor 
High Court Pet Sept 12 Ord Oct 2 


et | Hirt, Atsert W B, Craigmore, Harlington Windsor 


Pet April2 Ord July 25 

| Hitt, Epwaro Cotstox, Bedminster, Bristol, Insurance 
Agent Bristol Pet Sept 14 Ord Oct 2 

Hoosex, Eowaap, Selling, or — Kent, Carpenter 
Canterbury Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 

Davip, Seatoa Carew, Salem, Butcher Sunder- 

Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 30 
Moxcer. Euwys Wattse, cdungerford rd, Holloway, 
Works Manager High Court Pet Oct1 Ord Oct 1 


P Murrett, Witziam Henay = ham, Kot, Grocer 
Tailor | Boch ° ma 


ester Pet Oct2 Ord Oc’ 

Owen, Joun Wanpen, Wellington,’ Salop, Tailor Madeley 
Pet Sept 24 Ord Oct 3 

Pipstry, Ricuarp Heway, David’s Hill, Exeter, Baker 
Exeter Pet Oct2 Ord Oct 2 

Porrpteton, Joux Dyson, Seagrave, Leicester, Poultry 
Farmer Leicester Pet Oct1 Ord Oct1 

Pymar, Witttam Joann, Woodton, Norfolk, Farmer Great 
Yarmouth Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 

Regs, Exocu, Shrew-bury, Commercial Traveller Shrews- 


Surveyor 





“o> 





bury Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 

Ricuarpsox, Groree Ricuargp, Surbiton, 
Kivgston, Surrey Pet Juve 25 Ord Oct1l 

Roseats, Davin, Castellmai, Waenfawr, Carnarvon, Farmer 
Bangor Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 

Roperts, Tuomas Owen, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Carrier 
Bangor Pet Oct2 Ord Oct 2 

Ropsinsox, Frank E, 8t Geo “Th. Regent’s Park High 
Court Pet June 16 Ord 

Saar, Isaac Joun, Scarb h Tob ist Scarborough 
Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 3 

Secxinetox, Groror, Weston 7 be ee nr Towcester, 

1) ao Blacksmith Pet Oct 1 

Ord Oct 1 

Sepmayx, Masgy Evizasera. eilieieol Tobacconist 
Scarborough Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 

Suarpr, Jonn Heron, Folkestone, Fly Proprietor Canter- 
bury Pet Oct1 Ord Oct1 

Sanne. } Harry, Leeds, Fish Dealer Leeds Pet Oct1 Ord 

Sairu, Taomas, Platt ites, nr Wigan, Decorator Wigan 
Pet Oct 2 ‘Ord Oct 


| Tuomrson, WiuiaM Osw ELL, Emsworth, Hants Porte- 


| 





mouth Pet Sept16 Ord Oct 2 

Warnes, Wacwtack Ropert, pei Coal Ha wker 
Norwich Pet Oct2 Ord Oct 

Warkiss, Water, Astwood, Worcester, Hotel Keeper 
Worcester Pet t21 Ord Oct 1 

Watts, CHarvss, ham le cae Lincs, Publican 
Lincoln Pet Sept 16 Ord Oct 

Wee, Cyarit, Victoria st High Court Pet Ost 1 Ord 

ct 1 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Apavs, Dawizt, Merthyr dfil, Colliery Watercourses 
Repairer Oct 15 at 12 Off , County Court, ‘Tuwnhall, 
Merthyr Tydfil 

Barres, Joun, Reddish, Lancs, Greengrocer Oct 15 at 2.45 
Off "Ree, Castle chmbrs, 6, Vernon st, Stockport 

Bagtos & "Harvey, Bristol, Merchants Oct 14 at 11.45 
Off Rec, 24, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Be, Wi.tian. owaby, Lincs, Miller's Assistant Oct 14 
atll Off Rec, St Mary’s chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

Benson, Jospra, ee Draper Oct 16at 12 Off Rec, 
Greaves st, Oldha 

Goones, % Joun, nn pene Clerk Oct 14 at 12 
Off Rec, 8, King st, 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


BMOORGATSE 


FUND, LIMITED. 


ESTA BSLISHED in 1891. 


STREET, LONDON, 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 





ry 


supervision of the Corporation. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and 











Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Liceused Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


on application. 
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re Evvera, nag Lancs, Tailor Oct Mat 
11 Off Reo, 18, Winckley st. 

Goopricn, Atraep Morais, Highbury a park, Tailor 
Oct 16at12 Bankruptcy bi ides, a % 

Gaines, Faspertcx Groacr, Wall Heath, Staffs, Licensed 
Victualler Oct 20 at 11.30 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhamp- 


HAnpuky, Wiitiam Horrertr, Bournemouth Oct 14 at 12 
Mesers Lamb & Co, Solicitors, ke 

Hersert, Henry Wivwiam, and Joun Bass, Coventry, 
Builders Oct 14at11 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Hitt, Epwarp Corston, Bedminster, Bristol, Insurance 
Agent Oct 14 at 11.30 Off Reo, 26, Baldwin st, 
Bristol 

Hoos, Grorcs, and Grornczr Henry Hoots, Kingston 
upon Hull, Fruiterers Oct 14 at 11 Off Rec, York 
City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, Hull 

Hvueuss, Davin, Skewen, Glam, Doubler in Tinplate Works 
Oct 15 at 10.45 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

McCovutovesr, Davip Witson, ‘Monkwearmouth, Sunder- 
land, Publican Oct 15 at 2.30 Off Rec, 4, Manor pl, 
underland 

Mitusr, James Freperiox, Heaton Norris, Lancs, Under- 
taker Oct 15 at 3.15 Off Rec, Castle chmbrs, 6, 
Vernon st, Stockport 

Mitts, Coartes Henry, Tydd Saint Mary, Lincoln, Grocer 
Oct 14 at 11.45 Coart house, King’s Lynn 

Moxier, Erwyx Watrer, Hungerford rd, Holloway, 
pa Oct 16 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, 


7 

Museecit, Witiiam Hewry, Gillingham, Kent, Grocer 
Oct 19 at 12 115, High st, Rochester 

Newton, ALBEat Wituam, and Epwarp Joux Newtox, 
Carshalton, Surrey, Market Gardeners Oct 14 at 12 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Owry, "Joux Warpex, Wellington, Salop, Tailor Oct 14 
at 2.30 Chariton Arms Hotel, Wellington 

Peanst, Matrnew James, Morriston, Saddler Oct 15 at 
11.15 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, "Swansea 

Pipsiey, Ricsuarp "Hewry, 8t David's Hill, Exeter, Baker 
Oct 22 at 10.30 Off Ree, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Porrietox, Joux Dyson, Seagrave, Leicester, Poultry 
Farmer Oct 14 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, 
Leicester 

Ratras, Marraew Huserr, Kiagton Magna, nr Gillingham, 
Dorset, Blacksmith Octi5at1 Off Rec,City chmbrs, 
Catherine st, Salisbury 

Regs, Enocu, Shrewsbury, Commercial Traveller Oct 17 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Ricuaagps, Davip WAttrr, Maest g, Glam, Gueeee Oct 14 
at3 Off Rec, 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

RIcHABDSON, Grorce "Ricuarp, Surbiton, Surveyor Oct 16 
at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Reoeeeet, Faaxx E, 8t George’ 8 8q, Regent's ‘Park Oct 

5 at 12 Bankrup’ cy blags, Carey st 

mecee, Wiuiam, Catford, Kent, Builder Oct 14 at 11.30 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Siater, Haray, ‘Leeds, Fish Dealer Oct 14at11 Off Rec, 
24, Bond st, Leeds 

Suitu, Tuomas, Platt Bridge, nr Wigan, Decorator Oct 
16 at3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Sracey, Tuomas, Bexley, Kent, Builder Oct 19 at 12.15 
115, High st, Rochester 

Tuomas, Hanoup, Wolverhampton, Printer Oct 14 at 11 
Off Ree, Wolverhampton 

Townsenv, Harry, Barnsley, Baker Oct 14 at 10.30 Off 

, Regent st, Barnsley 

Wannes, WaALiace a, Norwich, Coal Hawker Oct 
14 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Watson, Joun, South Seaforth, Lancs, Bottle Brush Maker 
Oct 14 at 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpoo! 

Waywe i, ALBERT James, Prescot, Butcher Oct 14 at 11 
Off , 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

WILLIAMs, "ANN, Llandudno, Loaging house Keeper Oct 
14 at 2.30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Wriuiams, Freperick, Gunnislake, Cornwall, Baker Oct 
15 at 2.30 7, Buckiand terr, Plymouth 

Witsox, CHARLES Beprorp, Masbrough, Rotherham, 
Yorke, Printer Oct 14 at i2 Off Rec, Figtree In, Shef- 

2. 


Wuson, Cra, Victoriast Octl4at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


Act, Ravamin, Houndsditch, Warehouseman High Court 
Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 8 

Baxenr, James, and Joun Baxen, Bexhill, Builders Hast- 
ings Pet March 14 Ord Sept 25 

Beu., Wittiam, Swaby, Lincs, Miller’s Assistant Great 
Grimbsy Pet Sept 30 Ord "Oct Bept 30 

Bryson, Joseph, Oldham, Lancs, Draper Oldham Pet 
Oct 1 Ord Oct 1 

pt a Ropeart, Newcastle under - Staffs, Motor 
Agent Hanley Pet Oct3 Ord O 

Bixauam, Joun Auraep. Midgate, en ell Innkeeper 
Peterborough Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 

Boaker, Asner Sprinceit, Abbey Wvod, Kent, Farmer 
Rochester Pet Oct 1 Ord Oct 1 

Bartz, Morris, and Haruis Kos, Fleurdelis, Pengam, 

on, Boot Dealers ‘Tredegar Pet Sept 5 Urd Oct 3 

Denman. age Aston Clinton, ——— Coal 
Merchant Aylesbury Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 

Canman, Joun, Norwich, Insurance Clerk Norwich Pet 
Oct i Ord'Oct 1 

Cuautinork, Percy Grauawm, Scarborough, Farmer Scar- 
borough Pet Sept 29 Ord Oct 2 

Danvgipez, ALrraep Cuartrs, Deptford, Printer 
Greenwich Pet Aug7 Ord 

Fayg, Sy mye Southport, Plumber Liverpool Pet Oct 2 

nea Henrsert Epwarp, Derby, Butcher Derby 
Pet Sept 29 Ord it 29 

Hocsey, Epwarp, Beil Faversham, Kent, 
Carpenter Canterbury et Oct 3 Ord Oct 8 

Hucoins, Henry Vans, King’s Cross rd, Tobacconist 
High Court Pet sept 22 Urd Oct 2 

Jacoss, Joun, Liverpool, oy ee Tailor Birken- 
head Pet Sept 29 Ord Oc 

Kinsy, Atsert Jouy, Portsea, ‘Hants, Licensed Victualler 
Portamouth Pet Sept 9 Ord Oct 1 





Kissy, Davin, Seaton Carew, Durham, Butcher, Sunder- 
land Pet 30 Ord 30 


HIPS, EMPLOYMENT wit with 





Moxter, Erwyy Waren, engeetind rd, Holloway, 
Works Manager High Court Pet Oct1 Ord Oct 1 
raue, ——- Henry, Exeter, Baker Exeter Pet 


Porrtetox, Joun Dysox, Seagrave, ialcomae, Poultry 
Farmer Leicester Pet Oct 1 Ord Oct 

Porter, WALTER, Round Gum, Staffs, Beker Stourbridge 
Pet 8eptil Ord Oct 

Pyar, WILLIAM Seay Woodton, pam, Farmer Great 
Yarmouth Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 

Regs, Enocu, Shrewsbury. ot Traveller Shrews- 
bury Pet Oct2 Ord Oct 2 

Roserts, Davin, Castellmai, Waenfawr, Carnarvon, Farmer 
Bangor Pet Oct2 Ord Oct 2 

Saaz, Isaac Joun, Searborough, Tobacconist Scarborough 
Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 3 

Szoxtxoton, Groner, Weston by Weedon, nr Towcester, 
No > fo Blacksmith Tresthamgten Pet Oct 1 
Ord Oct 1 

Sxpmax, Mary Evizasers, ~T e Tobacconist 
pg, Pet Oct 8 Ord Oct 

Snarps, Joun Heron, Folkestone, Fy Proprietor Canter- 
bury Pet Oct 1 ‘Ord Oct 1 

Sirepy, Tomas, ane at Holloway High Court Pet 
Aug 27 Ord Se 

Starter, Harry, leis, Fruit Dealer Leeds Pet Oct 1 
Ord Oct 1 


Surru, Taomas, Platt Bridge, nr Wigan, Decorator Wigan 
Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct2 > 

Tuomas, Haroip, Wolverhampton, Printer Wolverhamp- 
ton Pet Sept1 Ord Oct 2 

Trower, Herseat Agruvr, oe ct, 17 Vale, 
Financier High Court Pet June 27 Ord Oct 

“Warnes, Wattace Rosert, Norwich, , eal 
Norwich Pet Oct2 Ord Oct 2 

Wartsox, Joun, Seaforth, Lancs, Bottle Brush Maker 
Liverpool Pet Sept 3v Ord Oct 3 

Wittiams, Freperick, Gunnislake, © meme Baker Ply- 
mouth Pet Augl4 Ord Sept 

Ley Crrit, Victoria st High ‘Court Pet Oct 1 Ord 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 31: 
Danozxer, Ernram, and Benjamin Goipsretx, London 
ackney, Show Case Makers High Court Pet 
July 27 Ord July 27 


ST. JOHN’S HOSPITAL 
FOR DISEASES OF THE SKIN (incorporated). 


la-Patient Department, Uxbridge Road, W. 
Offices and Out-Patient Department, 
LEICESTER SQUARE, W.C. 


President: THE EARL OF CHESTERFIELD. 
Tar ° 
Vice-Presidents | g/ EDWARD SASSOON, Br. M.P. 
Treasurer: GUY PYM, Esq. 


This Institution was founded in 1863, and is the only 
Skin Hospital in London with free beds for men, women, 
and children. Number of patients weekly, 800. 


HELP NEEDED FOR PURCHASE OF FREEHOLD. 
£7,500 REQUIRED. 
Bankers: London and Westminster Bank, Limited, 
St, James’s-square, 8.W. 
Secretary-Superintendent, GEO. A. ARNAUDIN. 


CRANLEIGH SCHOOL, SURREY. 


ey of Engiand Public School, Incorporated by 
Charter. Fees £39 (in Preparatory House), £45, 
ro £55 per annum, Boys are prepared for the Uni- 
versities, the Services, and for Pr and C ial 
life. Valuable Scholarships to the Universities. Entrance 
Scholarships of £20 for Boys under Thirteen. The follow- 
ing are members of the wn => Leen ~The Lord Chief 

















ot of England, Mr. Justice Bray, George a? Bei = 
« a? ., and C. "EB. Chadwick Hea. uly, = , C.B., 

Avpiications for admission to be tbe’ Se. 
©. Atten, D.D., Headmaster. 





REEVES & TURNER, 
LAW BOOKSELLERS AND PUBLISHERS, 


Libraries Valued or Purchased, 


A Large Stock of Second-hand Reports and Text-books 
always on Sale, 


3, Bream’s Bulidings, Chancery Lane, E.C., 
FORMERLY OF 100, CHANOERY LANE AWD CAREY STRERT. 








WN ORTGAGES effected ape wast ore Advances 
made oi Freehold and Property at 

4 per cent.— Full particulars address, Mortaags, 67, 

Wiutton-road, Newington Green, London, N. 


= —GREAT SAVING. — For oe 
- S per cent. will be taken off the 





i 
Le | 
E 











INVESTMENT, &o, 
Oapital | Income 
Business, — .| Per > 
Coal Merchants .. oes eee oo 8,000 1,200 

same for Sporting Estates 2,200 600 

Corn Merchants (must have experi- 

ence and a 1,600 300 
Adver nt Contractors 5,000 660 
Boys’ Bohol (Lady Wanted ,Catholio) 600 200 
Antique Furniture (country,tor — 1,500 250 
Motor Oils and Accessories 2,000 26) 
Cement Works ... ove ooo 4,000 400 
Metal Brokers e-w:!) e ae 60" 
Piano Company .. one eee 5,500 1,000 
Sporting Bo (tor Sale) eo 4,000 1,160 
Game Farm (for Sale) ... ° 1,600 600 
Photograp! eee one 0 1,200 400 
Horse Breeding (Ireland) ° 1,000 800 
Architects ... os ove oss oe 2,000 1,000 
Phy sical Culture eee eee oe 1,500 500 
Insurance Broker ove ° 1,000 300 
London Olub ae 5 ove 3,000 400 
Fruit and Flower Sellers ° = = 
Hotel ooo eee ud ove eos 1,000 250 

The above concerns are to strict investigation, 
and are strongly sosemmnenien for consideration. 


Major F. E. V. ty aS Officers’ Segestment 
Bureau, 7, Beak-street, Rege Yorkshire 
Insuracce Co, (Ltd.). Res gee enon HE pm Pane y 


£3,7 ys 50 _—Close to Kensington- -gardens.— 
Up-to-date Freehold Residence ; five 
eee 0-5 room, three w.c.’s, good drawing and 
dining-rooms, hall, excellent servants’ offices ; mam - evely 
modernised and artistically decorated ; quiet situation,— 
Cuas, Saunpzrs & Son, 40, Gloucester-road, 8.W. 
Kensington. — Freehold 


£2 900. modernised Residence; three or four 
pee er be walk from Kensington-gardens, in quiet pos 
tion; five 8, bath-room, dining eek” p oth mw 
rooms, and complete domestic offices. — Agents, Onas, 
Saunpers & Sor, 40, Gloucester-road, 8.W. 


£200 ¥ 


: 











r annum.—Cottesmore-gardens, 
ctoria-road, Pan apne etm —Newly decorated 








ur’ rooms on ground 
tloor, seven on om phe ke -rooms and path-coom on 
two upper floors offices; nice aa 
Onas. Seewsese Oe w, 40, Gloucester-road, 8.W. 





£80, OOO ready for Good Mortgage 

ee t North or Midlands 
pre!erre4, ow. G. Naytor & Co., Mortgage Brokers, 17a, 
Bouth Caatle-street, Liverpool. 


. Required on Mortgage (ree- 
AA, OOU hola, worth about £8,000) at 5 per cent, 
by cutetantial manufactarer with firet-class business ; 
solicitor introduciag can act and employ own —— 
Address, B. R., at Horncastie’s, 61, de, 


C= AMBERS to Let, adjoining Law Courts ; 
light and sets low renta.—LONGBOURSE & Co., 7, 
Liccoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 


TO SOLICITORS AND OTHERS, 


3 STONE BUILDINGS, LINCOLN’S 
@ INN.—To Let on Lease or otherwise, a double set 
| of chambers on the ground-floor and basement. ped 











been at one tims the chambers of Vice-Chancellor Malins, 

they are connected with an interior staircase, speakiog 
tubes, and are fitted with electric light. ‘They contain 
three lerge rooms and a clerk's room in each set, and are 
well suited for the offices of a ‘irm of standing.—For 
terms epely to Mesers, Wetn, Forp, & Leaca, 65, London- 
yall, 





Tro SOLICITORS, ACCOUNTANTS, and 
others requiring a 8 Self-contained House.— 
Central City offices, within yards of Bank of Bogie’. 
comp: a newly-erected building, with 
appo ——, capavle of being divided into a rooms, 
well li ted enjoyina exceptional exceptional quietade, to be LET, as 

y or in moderate in lusive rentals.— 
ans and pertioulass address the Agents. Mesers. 
,+~H Lane & Co., 3. King-street, E.C.; or the Archivect, 
Mr, DELISSA JOSEPH, 73, Basiaghall- -street, B.C. 


JYS4N0O-BBITISE EXHIBITION, 1908, 
SHEPHERD'S BUSH, we 
eae tes' Wood-lane. 








GREATE3T EXHIBITION EVER HELD 
= IN LONDON, 


Open from 11 a.m, toll p.m, Admission 1s, 


SON ia ay —For ladies or gentlemen, 21 1s, 
es or children under 12, 10s. 6d. 





AN UNPARALLELED SUOCESS. 


OLS OGICAL GARDENS.— 
AILY toon 0 o.m. wall cums, Admission 
PEN lowe and Fellows’ Orders only. Mondays, 








ths 


omnes tage, Se. Children, 6d. 
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a Wire: Evanoplis, London. 


W. EVANS «CO. 
287, RECENT STREET, 
LONDON, W. 


(few yarde from Oxford 
Circus), 


AND 
‘77, CT. PORTLAND ST., 
LONDON, W. 


> (Adjoining Queen's Hall). 


New and Choice Selec- 

: tion of Goods now on view 

f} for the Coming Season 

Bs at strictly Economical 
Prices for Cash. 


OVERCOATS from 3 Gna, 
LOUNCE SUITS ., 3 ,, 
**TRUTH” says: “ Our 


latest discovery in ta loring 
is W. Evans & Co., who can 
actually fit.”’ 

The ‘*FIELD"’ says: “ It 
is with confidence that we can 
recommend Messrs, W. Evans 
Co. The cut is absolutely 

‘orrect,’ 


DRESS SUITS trom 5 Guineas. 


Phone: 327 Mayfair. 











PHENIX ASSURANCE COMPANY 


LIMITED. 


Head Offices: 19 & 70, Lombard St., London, E.C. 
EstTasiisHep 1782. 
FIRE, LIFE, ACCIDENT, 
Workmen’s Compensation, Fidelity Guarantee, Burglary, &c. 
Total Assets Exceed - - - - £7,000,000. 
Claims Paid Exceed - 7 - = £44,000,000. 


LONDON CUARANTEE AND 
ACCIDENT COMPANY (LIMITED). 


y’s Bonds are Accepted by the High Court as 
for RECEIVERS, LIQUIDATORS and AD- 
. for COSTS in Actions where security 





The Com: 
SECURI 
MINISTRA 
is ordered to EE: by the Board of Trade for 


OFFICIALS a J 


e Bankruptcy Acts, and by the Scotch 
Courts, &c., &c. ’ 


Assets Exceed - - £817,000 


Claims Paid Exceed - £1,673,000 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY. 

The responsibility of Employers under the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1906, the Employers Liability Act, 1880, 
and at Common Law insured against. 

Orient House, New Broad-street, London, E.(. 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(Estastisaep 1828), 
Parchase Reversi Interests in Real and Personal 


onary 
Trepesty, and Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
wance Money upon these Securities. se 


Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited, 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
SSTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be Capitalized, 
= 7 CLA N, 
H. CLAYTON, 








Joint 
Secretaries, 





BRAND’S 
MEAT JUICE 
FOR INVALIDS. 


Prepared from the Finest Meat only. 


in Fliaske, price 2/6. 
SOLD EVERYWHERE. 
BRAND & CO., Limited, MAYFAIR, W. 





INEBRIETY, DRUGS, REST CURE. 
TOWER HOUSE, 


AVENUE ROAD, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HIGH-CLASS HOME FOR LADIES. 
(EsTaBLiserp 1864.) 


Excellent Medical References 
Medical Attendant, A. V. Crane, M.A., M. D. (Cantab.). 
For terms and particulars apply to Mrs. Mris. 
Telegrams, ‘* Theobald, Leicester.” 


BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 
SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. 


nine © under the Inebriates Acts. 
Resident Physicians. 


Terms 1} to 3} Quineas. } mile from Station, G.E.R. 
Telephone : P.O. 8, Buntingford, Telegraphic Address: 
‘‘RESIDENT, BUNTINGFORD,” 


INEBRIETY. 
MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOM®B FOR LADIES. 
Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, 
uD. ei riet os migel: B. X, SILSY ’ Excell t 
ebri xperience. en: 
: and M dient References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 
Tetzcrarnic Appress: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 


Treatment of INEBGRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 


For Gentlemen under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c., aprly to 
. 8. D. HOGG, M.B.C.8., &c., 

fedical 8 i 


Telephone: P.O. 16, Ricoxmansworts. 














Telephone: 602 Holbora. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Fourprep 1x THe Retex or Wituiam & Masy, 1689. 


MAKERS. TAILORS. 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LBVEBB SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Olerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION & UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1907. 


BY Sada? AUTHORITY 


Every requisite under the above Acts su; on the 
shortest notice ane 








The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 
Suarez Ceatiricates, Deserrures, &c., ved and 
printed. OrriciaL Szave designed and ex . 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c. 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeante’ Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


BRASS NAME PLATES. 


AT LAST a Patent “Filling” for the letters has 

el — 2 which CANNOT COME OUT, MELT, 
You know he trouble with the old-style Plate, 
Then avoid it by ordering from— 


SENIOR, Engraver, STOCKPORT, 


They’re Ewveriasting.- 








SALE DAYS FOR THE YEAR 1908. 
MES 


SRS. 
PABEBROTHER, ELLIS, _ RONETUR, 
wn GALSWORTHY, & 
beg to t’ the undermentioned dates have been 
fixed for thelr A their AUCTIONS of FREEHOLD, » Capraesse and 


Leasehold ESTATES, Reversions, Shares, 
&c., at the SUCTION MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C. 
Other appointmen’ termediate can also be 


ta for ini 
Thursday, November 26 
Thursday, December 10 
A List of forthcoming Sales py Auction is published 
in the advertisement columns of “‘The Times” every 
Saturday. 

Messrs. Farebrother, & Co. also issue on the ist of 
every Month a SCHEDULE OF PROPERTIES TO BB 
LET OR SOLD, com landed and residential estates, 
farms, —_— ‘and leasehold houses, town and country 
building land, City offices and warehouses, ground-rea’ 
and investments generally, which will be forwarded tres 
of charge. A carefully-revised register of play snes 
wants is kept, and and details ls of req 
invited from those seeking 
particulars of suitable places are sent from time to time. 
Apeaendion Hoe te ante to their Offices, No. 29, Fleet- 

street, Temple-bar, E.C. 


ESSRS. HERRING, SON, & DAW, 
AUCTIONEERS, ESTATE AGENTS, VALUEBS, 
Sanitary and Mortgage Surveyors, 
12, OLD JEWRY CHAMBERS, E.C., 
and 308, BRIXTON HILL, 8.W. 
(Established 1773.) 
Telephone Nos.—“ 5964 Bank,”’ “ 130 Streatham.” 
Telegrams—“ Oldest, London.” 


ULLER, HORSEY, SONS, & CASSELL, 
11, BILLITER SQUARE, LONDON, E.C. 
Established 1807. 
AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS, AND SURVEYORS 
or 
MILLS AND MANUFACTORIES, 


PLANT AND MACHINERY, 
WHARVES AND WAREHOUSES. 


Telegraphic Address—“‘ Futizn, peeeee, Lowpos.” 
Telephone No. 249 Crry. 


FURNISHED AND UNFURNISHED 
FLATS . TOWN and 
COUNTRY HOUSES 


OF EVERY DESCRIPTION 
Also SHOPS and OFFICES 


FOR FULL PARTICULARS APPLY TO 


r. F. J. Ronald 


Surveyor, Valuer, Auctioneer, & Estate Agent 
BELGRAVIA CHAMBERS 
72 VICTORIA STREET . 8.W. 
Telephone - - 
Telegrams 


Thursday, October 29 
Thursday, November 12 





properties, &e.,, to whom 














Victoria - - 2561 Victoria 
“ DECIDEABLE, LONDON,” 





EATHERALL & GREEN, 
Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers, and Land Agents, 
22, CHANCERY nell W.c. 


555, Hol 
AUCTION, vi MART, on 
ecember 14 


( 
Will hold BALES 
October 26 
November 16 
of LANDED and HOUSE ee a  enggene te 
Reversions, &c. Messrs. Weatherall & en undertake 
and advise on compensation and — hb FB 
for all purposes. 





REVERSIONS, LIFE INTERESTS, AND POLICIES. 


SLADE & BUTLER, 
O!d-established Reversion Auctioneers 
and Specialists. 

I, Stave, Mem, Surveyors’ Institution, 1884; Fellow 

Auctioneers’ Institute, 1899 
Axravue Butues, Fellow Auctioneers’ Lustitate, 1897, 


Monthly Auctions, Established 1887. 
PROMPT PRIVATE SALES AND MORTGAGES. 


Stave & Buties, 90 and 91, Queen St., Cheapside, B.C. 
Tel. No. 8959 Bank. Telegrams: “ Polysyllable, London,” 


ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTERS, LIMITED. 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


Panuiamertagy Bitis, Mixcres oy Evipewce, Booxs oF 
Ruresexce, Statements ov Ciarm, Answers, &o., 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
NEWSPAPERS, 

And all General and Commercial Work. 
Every desorption | of Printing. 


Printers of THE SOLICITORS _— JOURNAL 
ND WEEKLY BEPORTER, 


LANE, LONDON, E.C. 





FETTER 











